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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  IX — Consumer  and  Market¬ 
ing  Service  (Marketing  Agreements 
and  Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables, 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Lemon  Reg.  410] 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

§  910.710  Lemon  Regulation  410. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
910),  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674) ,  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  information  submitted 
by  the  Lemon  Administrative  Commit¬ 
tee,  established  under  the  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  information,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of  han¬ 
dling  of  such  lemons,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  no¬ 
tice  engage  in  public  rule-making  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  postpone  the  effective  date 
of  this  section  until  30  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  553)  because  the  time  inter¬ 
vening  between  the  date  when  informa¬ 
tion  upon  which  this  section  is  based 
became  available  and  the  time  when  this 
section  must  become  effective  in  order 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act  is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time 
is  permitted,  under  the  circumstances, 
for  preparation  for  such  effective  time; 
and  good  cause  exists  for  making  the 
provisions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter 
set  forth.  The  committee  held  an  open 
meeting  during  the  current  week,  after 
giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider 
supply  and  market  conditions  for  lemons 
and  the  need  for  regulation;  interested 
persons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  views  at  this 
meeting;  the  recommendation  and  sup¬ 
porting  information  for  regulation  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  specified  herein  were 
promptly  submitted  to  the  Department 
after  such  meeting  was  held;  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  section,  including  its  effec¬ 
tive  time,  are  identical  with  the  aforesaid 
recommendation  of  the  committee,  and 
information  concerning  such  provisions 
and  effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  lemons;  it  is 
necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this 


section  effective  during  the  period  herein 
specified;  and  compliance  with  this  sec¬ 
tion  will  not  require  any  special  prepara¬ 
tion  on  the  part  of  persons  subject  hereto 
which  cannot  be  completed  on  or  before 
the  effective  date  hereof.  Such  commit¬ 
tee  meeting  was  held  on  January  13, 
1970.- 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quanti¬ 
ties  of  lemons  grown  in  California,  and 
Arizona  which  may  be  handled  during 
the  period  January  18,  1970,  through 
January  24,  1970,  are  hereby  fixed  as 
follows : 

(1)  District  1 :  26,970  cartons; 

(ii)  District  2:  49,290  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3 :  91,140  cartons. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section;  “handled”, 
“District  1”,  “District  2”,  “District  3”, 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  the  said  amended  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated;  January  14,  1970. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Consumer  and 
Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-684;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:50  a.m.] 


Title  9— ANIMALS  ANU 
ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

Chapter  I — Agricultural  Research 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  C — INTERSTATE  TRANSPORTATION 
OF  ANIMALS  AND  POULTRY 

PART  76— HOG  CHOLERA  AND 

OTHER  COMMUNICABLE  SWINE 

DISEASES 

Areas  Quarantined 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
May  29,  1884,  as  amended,  the  Act  of 
February  2,  1903,  as  amended,  the  Act  of 
March  3,  1905,  as  amended,  the  Act  of 
September  6,  1961,  and  the  Act  of  July  2, 
1962  (21  U.S.C.  Ill,  112,  113,  114g,  115, 
117,  120,  121,  123-126,  134b,  134f),  Part 
76,  Title  9,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
restricting  the  interstate  movement  of 
swine  and  certain  products  because  of 
hog  cholera  and  other  communicable 
swine  diseases,  is  hereby  amended  in  the 
following  respects : 

1.  In  §  76.2,  the  introductory  portion  in 
paragraph  (e)  is  amended  by  adding 
thereto  the  names  of  the  States  of  Ari¬ 
zona  and  Ohio,  and  subparagraphs  (17) 
and  (18)  are  added  to  paragraph  (e)  to 
read: 

(17)  Arizona.  That  portion  of  Mari¬ 
copa  County  bounded  by  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  junction  of  Yuma  Road  and 


Perry ville  Road;  theiice,  following  Perry- 
ville  Road  in  a  southerly  direction  to  its 
junction  with  Baseline  Road  and  the  Gila 
and  Salt  River  base  line;  thence,  follow¬ 
ing  the  Gila  and  Salt  River  base  line  in 
an  easterly  direction  to  the  southeastern 
corner  of  sec.  31,  of  T.  1  N.,  R.  1  W.; 
thence,  following  the  eastern  boundaries 
of  secs.  31,  30,  and  19,  of  T.  1  N„  R.  1  W. 
in  a  northerly  direction  to  Reams  Road ; 
thence,  following  Reams  Road  in  a 
northerly  direction  to  Yuma  Road; 
thence,  following  Yuma  Road  in  a  west¬ 
erly  direction  to  its  junction  with  Perry- 
ville  Road. 

(18)  Ohio.  That  portion  of  Preble 
County  comprised  of  Dixon  Township. 

2.  In  §  76.2,  paragraph  (e)  (4)  relating 
to  Massachusetts  is  amended  to  read : 

(4)  Massachusetts.  Bristol  County. 

(Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended,  secs.  1,  2,  j 
32  Stat.  791-792,  as  amended,  secs.  1-4,  33 
Stat.  1264,  1265,  as  amended,  sec.  1,  75  Stat. 

481,  secs.  3  and  11,  76  Stat.  130,  132;  21  U.S.C. 

Ill,  112,  113,  114g,  115,  117,  120,  121,  123-126, 

134b,  134f;  29  F.R.  16210,  as  amended) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend-  ; 
ments  shall  become  effective  upon  ■ 
issuance.  j 

The  amendments  quarantine  a  portion  ; 
of  Maricopa  County  in  the  State  of  Ari-  ; 
zona  and  a  portion  of  Preble  County  in 
Ohio  because  of  the  existence  of  hog 
cholera.  This  action  is  deemed  necessary 
to  prevent  further  spread  of  the  disease. 

The  restrictions  pertaining  to  the  inter¬ 
state  movement  of  swine  and  swine  prod¬ 
ucts  from  or  through  quarantined  areas 
as  contained  in  9  CFR  Part  76,  as 
amended,  will  apply  to  the  quarantined 
areas  designated  herein. 

The  amendments  also  exclude  Essex 
County  in  Massachusetts  from  the  areas 
heretofore  quarantined  because  of  hog 
cholera.  Therefore,  the  restrictions  per¬ 
taining  to  the  interstate  movement  of 
swine  and  swine  products  from  or 
through  quarantined  areas  as  contained 
in  9  CFR  Part  76,  as  amended,  will  not 
apply  to  the  excluded  area,  but  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  apply  to  the  quarantined  areas 
described  above  in  §  76.2.  Further,  the 
restrictions  pertaining  to  the  interstate 
movement  from  nonquarantined  areas 
contained  in  said  Part  76  will  apply  to  the 
area  excluded  from  quarantine. 

Insofar  as  the  amendments  relieve  cer¬ 
tain  restrictions  presently  imposed,  they 
must  be  made  effective  immediately  to  be 
of  maximum  benefit  to  affected  persons. 
Insofar  as  the  amendments  impose  re¬ 
strictions,  they  should  be  made  effective 
without  delay  in  order  to  protect  the  live¬ 
stock  of  the  United  States.  Accordingly, 
under  the  administrative  procedure  pro¬ 
visions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  it  is  found  upon 
good  cause  that  notice  and  other  public 
procedure  with  respect  to  the  amend¬ 
ments  are  impracticable,  unnecessary, 
and  contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and 
good  cause  is  found  for  making  the 
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amendments  effective  less  than  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  12th 
day  of  January  1970. 

R.  J.  Anderson, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Research  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-622;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:46  a.m.] 


PART  76— HOG  CHOLERA  AND 

OTHER  COMMUNICABLE  SWINE 
DISEASES 

Areas  Quarantined 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
May  29,  1884,  as  amended,  the  Act  of 
February  2,  1903,  as  amended,  the  Act 
of  March  3,  1905,  as  amended,  the  Act  of 
September  6,  1961,  and  the  Act  of  July  2, 
1962  (21  U.S.C.  111,  112,  113,  114g,  115, 
117,  120,  121,  123-126,  134b,  134f),  Part 
76,  Title  9,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
restricting  the  interstate  movement  of 
swine  and  certain  products  because  of 
hog  cholera  and  other  communicable 
swine  diseases,  is  hereby  amended  in  the 
following  respects: 

1.  In  §  76.2  the  reference  to  the  State 
of  Indiana  in  the  introductory  portion  of 
paragraph  (e)  and  paragraph  (e)(1)  re¬ 
lating  to  the  State  of  Indiana  are  deleted. 

2.  In  §  76.2,  paragraph  (e)  (11)  relat¬ 
ing  to  Texas  is  amended  to  read : 

(11)  Texas,  (i)  Dallas,  Falls,  Fayette, 
Harris,  Henderson,  Houston,  Lee.  Nueces, 
Upshur,  and  Wilson  Counties. 

(ii)  Adjacent  parts  of  Comanche, 
Erath,  and  Hamilton  Counties  bounded 
by  a  line  beginning  at  the  junction  of 
Farm  to  Market  Road  1702  and  State 
Highway  6  in  Erath  County:  thence,  fol¬ 
lowing  State  Highway  6  in  a  southeast¬ 
erly  direction  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  281;  thence  following  U.S. 
Highway  281  and  State  Highway  6  in  a 
southeasterly  direction  to  the  town  of 
Hico  in  Hamilton  County;  thence,  fol¬ 
lowing  U.S.  Highway  281  in  a  southwest¬ 
erly  direction  to  its  junction  with  State 
Highway  36;  thence,  following  State 
Highway  36  in  a  northwesterly  direction 
to  its  junction  with  Farm  to  Market  Road 
1702;  thence,  following  Farm  to  Market 
Road  1702  in  a  generally  northerly  direc¬ 
tion  to  its  junction  with  State  Highway  6. 

3.  In  §76.2,  paragraph  (e)(13)  relat¬ 
ing  to  Virginia  is  amended  to  read: 

(13)  Virginia,  (i)  City  of  Virginia 
Beach  County 

(ii)  That  portion  of  James  City 
County  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at 
the  junction  of  Virginia  Primary  High¬ 
way  168-30  with  the  boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  New  Kent  and  James  City  Coun¬ 
ties;  thence,  following  the  northern 
boundary  line  of  James  City  County  in  an 
easterly  direction  to  its  junction  with  the 
York  River;  thence,  following  the  west¬ 
ern  bank  of  the  York  River  in  a  south¬ 
easterly  direction  to  its  junction  with 
Virginia  Secondary  Highway  607;  thence, 
following  Virginia  Secondary  Highway 
607  in  a  southwesterly  direction  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  60;  thence, 
following  U.S.  Highway  60  in  a  westerly 


direction  to  its  junction  with  Virginia 
Secondary  Highway  610;  thence,  follow¬ 
ing  Virginia  Secondary  Highway  610  in 
a  southwesterly  direction  to  its  junction 
with  Virginia  Secondary  Highway  603; 
thence,  following  Virginia  Secondary 
Highway  603  in  a  northwesterly  direction 
to  its  junction  with  Virginia  Secondary 
Highway  601,  thence,  following  Virginia 
Secondary  Highway  601  in  a  northeast¬ 
erly  direction  to  its  junction  with  Vir¬ 
ginia  Primary  Highway  168-30;  thence, 
following  Virginia  Primary  Highway 
168-30  to  its  junction  with  the  boundary 
line  between  New  Kent  and  James  City 
Counties. 

(Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended,  secs.  1,  2, 

32  Stat.  791-792,  as  amended,  secs.  1-4,  33 
Stat.  1264,  1265,  as  amended,  sec.  1,  75  Stat. 
481,  secs.  3  and  11,  76  Stat.  130,  132;  21  U.S.C. 
Ill,  112,  113,  114g,  115,  117,  120,  121,  123-126, 
134b,  134f;  29  F.R.  16210,  as  amended) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective  upon  issu¬ 
ance. 

The  amendments  quarantine  portions 
of  James  City  County  in  the  State  of 
Virginia  and  portions  of  Comanche, 
Erath,  and  Hamilton  Counties  in  the 
State  of  Texas,  because  of  the  existence 
of  hog  cholera.  This  action  is  deemed 
necessary  to  prevent  further  spread  of 
the  disease.  The  restrictions  pertaining 
to  the  interstate  movement  of  swine 
and  swine  products  from  or  through 
quarantined  areas  as  contained  in  9  CFR 
Part  76,  as  amended,  will  apply  to  the 
quarantined  areas  designated  herein. 

The  amendments  also  exclude  Mont¬ 
gomery  County,  Ind.,  from  the  area  here¬ 
tofore  quarantined  because  of  hog  chol¬ 
era.  Therefore,  the  restrictions  pertain¬ 
ing  to  the  interstate  movement  of  swine 
and  swine  products  from  or  through 
quarantined  areas  as  contained  in  9  CFR 
Part  76,  as  amended,  will  not  apply  to  the 
excluded  area,  but  will  continue  to  apply 
to  the  quarantined  areas  described  above 
in  §  76.2.  Further,  the  restrictions  per¬ 
taining  to  interstate  movement  from 
nonquarantined  areas  contained  in  said 
Part  76  will  apply  to  the  area  excluded 
from  quarantine.  , 

Insofar  as  the  amendments  relieve  cer¬ 
tain  restrictions  presently  imposed,  they 
must  be  made  effective  immediately  to  be 
of  maximum  benefit  to  affected  persons. 
Insofar  as  the  amendments  impose  re¬ 
strictions,  they  should  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  without  delay  in  order  to  protect 
the  livestock  of  the  United  States.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  under  the  administrative  pro¬ 
cedure  provisions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  it  is 
found  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 
other  public  procedure  with  respect  to 
the  amendments  are  impracticable,  un¬ 
necessary  and  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  and  good  cause  is  found  for  mak¬ 
ing  the  amendments  effective  less  than 
30  days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  13th 
day  of  January  1970. 

R.  J.  Anderson, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Research  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-623;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:46  a.m.] 


Title  12— BANKS  AND  BANKING 

Chapter  V — Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board 

SUBCHAPTER  D — FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN 
INSURANCE  CORPORATION 

[No.  23,705] 

PART  569— LIMITATIONS  ON  RATE 
OF  RETURN 

Maximum  Rate  of  Return  Payable  on 
Certain  Certificate  Accounts;  Cor¬ 
rection 

January  6, 1970. 

Resolved  that  in  F.R.  Doc.  69-15398, 
amending  Part  569  of  the  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  for  Insurance  of  Accounts  (12 
CFR  Part  569)  by  the  addition  of  a  new 
§  569.4-1,  published  at  34  F.R.  20266,  the 
following  correction  is  hereby  made:  In 
subparagraph  (2)  of  paragraph  (b)  of 
said  §  569.4-1,  the  figure  ‘‘I960”  is  cor¬ 
rected  to  read  “1969”.  As  so  corrected, 
said  §  569.4-l(b)  (2)  shall  read  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

§  569.4—1  Maximum  rate  of  return  pay. 
able  on  certain  fixed-rate,  fixed-term 
certificates. 

***** 

(b)  Percentage  of  savings  accounts. 

*  *  * 

(2)  The  total  outstanding  balance  of 
such  certificate  accounts  in  such  insti¬ 
tution  maturing  in  any  calendar  semi¬ 
annual  period  shall  not  exceed  5  percent 
of  the  total  outstanding  balance  of  sav¬ 
ings  accounts  in  the  institution  on  No¬ 
vember  30,  1969:  Provided,  That  with 
respect  to  the  period  ending  June  30, 
1972,  this  limitation  shall  be  10  percent. 
***** 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[seal]  Grenville  L.  Millard,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary. 

|  F.R.  Doc.  70-626;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:47  a.m.j 

Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Department  of  Transpor¬ 
tation 

[Airworthiness  Docket  No.  68-WE-12-AD; 
Amdt.  39-923] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Boeing  Model  707/720  Airplanes 

Amendment  39-640  (33  F.R.  11976), 
AD  68-17-8,  as  amended  by  Amendment 
39-670  (33  F.R.  15411),  as  amended  by 
Amendment  39-852  (34  F.R.  15290),  as 
amended  by  Amendment  39-891  (34  F.R. 
19595),  requires  inspection  for  cracks 
and  repairs  as  necessary  of  the  lower 
wing  skin,  inboard  of  the  inboard  nacelle 
at  the  front  spar  of  the  Boeing  707  and 
720  series  aircraft. 
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As  published,  Amendment  39-891  omit¬ 
ted  a  sentence  in  paragraph  (d)  previ¬ 
ously  part  of  the  text  of  AD  68-17-8, 
Amendment  39-852.  The  AD  is  being  fur¬ 
ther  amended  to  reinsert  the  sentence  as 
in  the  original  text. 

Since  this  amendment  provides  a 
clarification  only  and  imposes  no  addi¬ 
tional  burden  on  any  person,  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  are  impractic¬ 
able  and  good  cause  exists  for  making 
this  amendment  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  F.R.  13697) , 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations,  Amendment  39-640  as 
amended  by  Amendment  39-670,  as 
amended  by  39-852  and  39-891,  is  fur¬ 
ther  amended  as  follows: 

In  paragraph  <d)  immediately  before 
the  sentence  beginning  “If  cracks  are 
found  emanating  forward  *  *  insert 
the  following  sentence:  “If  cracks  are 
found  around  the  fairing  attach  angle  or 
emanating  aft  from  the  drag  fitting  fas¬ 
tener,  rework  the  drag  fitting,  doubler, 
and  skin  prior  to  further  flight  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  (g).” 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
January  17, 1970. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423;  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act,  49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  6,  1970. 

Arvin  O.  Basnight, 
Director,  FAA  Western  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-627;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:47  a.m.j 

[Docket  No.  69-EA-161;  Amdt.  39-9201 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Hartzell  Propellers 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  amending  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
issue  an  airworthiness  directive  applica¬ 
ble  to  certain  Hartzell  Propellers. 

There  has  been  a  report  of  a  fatigue 
crack  in  the  shank  area  of  a  two  bladed 
Hartzell  type  propeller.  Since  this  is  a 
deficiency  which  might  occur  or  develop 
in  propeller  blades  of  a  like  type  design, 
an  airworthiness  directive  is  being  issued 
to  require  an  inspection,  shot  peening 
and  replacement  where  necessary  of 
propellers  HC-E2YK-2B  and  HC-E2YR- 
2B  with  C8475-4  blades. 

As  a  situation  exists  which  requires 
expeditious  adoption  of  this  regulation, 
it  is  found  that  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  this  regu¬ 
lation  effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator,  14  CFR  11.85 
<31  F.R.  13697,  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new  Airworthi¬ 
ness  Directive: 
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Hartzell  Propellors.  Applies  to  Two  Bladed 
'  Models  HC— E2YK-2B  and  HC-E2YR-2B 
with  C8475— 4  blades  installed  on  Piper 
Model  PA-31  type  aircraft. 

To  detect  blade  shank  cracks  and  prevent 
possible  blade  failure,  accomplish  the 
following: 

(a)  Propellers  with  1,000  or  more  total 
hours  in  service  inspect  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (c)  within  the  next  100  hours 
in  service  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
AD  and  every  500  hours  in  service  after  the 
last  inspection.  If  no  cracks  are  found,  shot 
peen  propeller  blade  shank  area  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Hartzell  Bulletin  No.  94  dated 
October  3,  1969  or  alternate  FAA-approved 
method.  Repeat  shot  peening  at  each  sub¬ 
sequent  inspection  if  the  bearing  race  has 
worn  the  surface  smooth,  or  below  the  pebble 
grain.  For  propellers  which  have  been  in¬ 
spected  within  the  last  500  hours  in  service 
and  found  to  be  satisfactory  according  to 
this  AD,  compliance  with  this  paragraph  is 
not  necessary  until  500  hours  in  service  from 
the  last  inspection. 

(b)  Propellers  with  less  than  1,000  hours 
in  service,  inspect  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  (c)  prior  to  the  accumulation  of  1,100 
hours  in  service  and  every  500  hours  in  serv¬ 
ice  after  the  last  inspection.  If'-no  cracks  are 
found,  shot  peen  blade  shank  area  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Hartzell  Bulletin  No.  94  or 
alternate  FAA-approved  method.  Repeat  shot 
peening  at  each  subsequent  inspection  if  the 
bearing  race  has  worn  the  surface  smooth 
or  below  the  pebble  grain.  For  propellers 
which  have  been  inspected  within  the  last 
500  hours  in  service  and  found  to  be  satis¬ 
factory  according  to  this  AD,  compliance  with 
this  paragraph  is  not  necessary  until  1,100 
total  hours  in  service  or  500  hours  in  service 
from  the  last  inspection,  whichever  occurs 
later. 

(c)  Remove  propeller  from  aircraft  and 
remove  blades  from  hub.  Inspect  blade  shank 
area  for  crack  by  the  penetrant  method.  Re¬ 
place  before  further  flight  any  cracked  blade 
with  a  new  blade  or  blade  which  has  been 
inspected  in  accordance  with  this  AD  and 
found  satisfactory,  and  shot  peened  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Hartzell  Bulletin  No.  94  or 
alternate  FAA  approved  method. 

(d)  Upon  submission  of  substantiating 
data  through  an  FAA  Maintenance  Inspector, 
the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  Eastern  Region,  may  adjust  the  re¬ 
petitive  inspection  intervals  specified  in  this 
AD.  References  to  Hartzell  Bulletin  No.  94 
include  all  revisions  thereto  which  must  be 
approved  by  the  Engineering  and  Manufac¬ 
turing  Branch,  Eastern  Region  as  well  as 
alternate  methods  of  compliance  with  this 
AD. 

This  amendment  is  effective  Janu¬ 
ary  17, 1970. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
Of  1958,  49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423;  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act,  49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  January  5, 
1970. 

George  M.  Gary, 
Director,  Eastern  Region. 
[F.R.  Doc.  70-628;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:47  a.m.] 


[  Airworthiness  Docket  No.  69-WE-32-AD; 
Amdt.  39-921] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Hughes  Model  269A,  269A-1, 
269A-2,  and  269B  Helicopters 

Hughes  Tool  Co.,  Aircraft  Division,  has 
determined  that  a  mandatory  service  life 
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limitation  must  be  placed  on  P/N  269A 
7506  lateral  pitch  mixer  idler  bellcrank 
assembly  to  insure  continued  compliance 
with  the  fatigue  strength  requirements  of 
Civil  Air  Regulations  6.221.  The  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  concurs  with 
this  determination.  Therefore,  an  air¬ 
worthiness  directive  is  being  issued  to  re¬ 
quire  the  retirement  as  specified  in  (a) 
and  (b)  of  this  AD  of  the  lateral  pitch 
mixer  idler  bellcrank  assembly,  P/N 
269A7506,  presently  installed  on  the  af¬ 
fected  helicopters. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  on  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  F.R.  13697) , 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Hughes.  Applies  to  Model  269 A,  269 A-l, 
269A-2,  and  269B  helicopters  certificated 
in  all  categories  with  P/N  269A7506  lat¬ 
eral  pitch  mixer  idler  bellcrank  assembly 
installed. 

To  insure  continued  airworthiness  of 
Hughes  Model  269A,  269A-1,  269A-2,  and 
269B  helicopters,  with  P/N  269A7506  lateral 
pitch  mixer  idler  bellcrank  assembly  in¬ 
stalled,  accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  For  helicopters  equipped  with  P,  N 
269A7506  bellcrank  assembly  having  less  than 
875  hours  time  in  service  on  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD,  remove  from  service  P/N 
269A7506  lateral  pitch  mixer  idler  bellcrank 
assembly  prior  to  the  accumulation  of  900 
hours  time  in  service,  and  mark  it  perma¬ 
nently  and  conspicuously  to  prevent  its  in¬ 
advertent  return  to  service.  Replace  it  with  a 
serviceable  P/N  269A7506  or  P/N  269A7508 
lateral  pitch  mixer  idler  bellcrank  assembly. 

(b)  For  helicopters  equipped  with  P/N 
269A7506  bellcrank  assembly  having  875  or 
more  hours’  time  in  service  on  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD,  remove  from  service  P/N 
269A7506  lateral  pitch  mixer  idler  bellcrank 
assembly  prior  to  the  accumulation  of  25 
additional  hours  time  in  service,  and  mark 
it  permanently  and  conspicuously  to  prevent 
its  inadvertent  return  to  service.  Replace  it 
with  a  serviceable  P/N  269A7506  or  P/N 
269A7508  lateral  pitch  mixer  idler  bellcrank 
assembly. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
January  17,  1970. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423;  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act,  49 
U.S.C.  1655(c) ) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  5, 1970. 

Arvin  6.  Basnight, 

Director,  FAA  Western  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-629;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:47  a  m.  | 

[Docket  No.  69-EA-165;  Amdt.  39-922] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Pratt  &  Whitney  Aircraft  Engines 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration  is 
amending  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  publish 
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an  airworthiness  directive  applicable  to 
Pratt  &  Whitney  JT8D  type  turbofan 
engines. 

Investigations  into  failures  of  the  sixth 
stage  compressor  rotor  discs  on  JT8D 
engines  has  disclosed  failures  due  to  de¬ 
fective  disc  blade  slot  edges  attributed  to 
improper  machining  during  manufac¬ 
ture.  Since  this  deficiency  may  exist  or 
develop  in  other  engines  of  the  same  type 
design,  an  airworthiness  directive  is  being 
issued  to  require  the  replacement  of  discs 
within  appropriate  time  limits. 

The  manufacturer  has  concurred  that 
defective  discs  should  be  replaced  and 
has  so  advised  the  air  carriers  and  other 
users  of  JT8D  engines.  No  useful  purpose 
would  be  served  by  reopening  the  investi¬ 
gation.  Accordingly,  it  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  that  notice  or  other  public  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator,  14  CPR  11.85 
(31  F.R.  13697),  §  39.13  qf  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new  Airworthi¬ 
ness  Directive: 

Pratt  &  Whitney.  Applies  to  all  JT8D  series 
turbofan  engines  which  incorporate  the 
following  serial  number  sixth  stage  com¬ 
pressor  rotor  disc : 


1V5825 

1V5977 

1V6101 

8T7450 

1V5826 

1V5980 

1V6103 

8T7462 

1V5828 

1V5981 

1V6106 

8T7470 

1V5831 

1V5982 

1V6112 

8T7474 

1V5832 

1V5987 

1V6113 

BT7487 

1V5833 

1V5992 

1V6115 

8T7489 

1V5835 

1V6000 

1V6117 

8T7490 

1V5846 

1V6003 

1V6132 

8T7491 

1V5851 

1V6005 

1V6148 

8T7513 

1V5857 

1V6006 

1V6151 

8T7517 

1V5858 

1V6007 

1V6152 

8T7520 

1V5859 

1V6008 

1V6158 

8T7524 

1V5860 

1V6010 

1V6162 

8T7544 

1V5862 

1V6013 

1V6164 

8T7552 

1V5863 

1V6016 

1V6171 

8T7562 

1V5871 

1V6020 

1V6172 

8T7567 

1V5875 

1V6022 

1V6175 

8T7569 

1V5882 

1V6027 

1V6182 

8T7570 

1V5885 

1V6028 

1V6194 

8T7572 

1V5890 

1V6031 

1V6209 

8T7588 

1V5896 

1V6032 

1V6222 

8T7589 

1V5904 

1V6034 

1V6240 

8T7597 

1V5912 

1V6036 

1V6247 

8T7621 

1V5916 

1V6043 

1V6251 

8T7636 

1V5920 

1V6046 

1V6260 

8T7638 

1V5923 

1V6047 

1V6273 

8T7655 

1V5935 

1V6050 

1V6274 

3T7657 

1V5938 

1V6054 

1V6350 

8T7669 

1V5943 

1V6056 

1V6371 

8T7679 

1V5945 

1V6057 

1V6375 

8T7681 

1V5948 

1V6058 

1V6394 

8T7686 

1V5952 

1V6068 

1V6398 

8T7688 

1V5954 

1V6072 

1V6663 

8T7689 

1V5956 

1V6073 

2T8050 

8T7690 

1V5957 

1V6083 

7S6324 

8T7692 

1V5964 

1V6093 

7S6409 

8T7695 

1V5969 

1V6094 

7S6449 

8T7696 

1V5970 

1V6096 

8T7257 

8T7699 

1V5976 

1V6097 

8T7335 

disc,  approved  by  Chief,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  Eastern  Region, 
New  York. 

2.  With  1,700  hours  or  less  in  service 
since  new  prior  to  the  accumulation  of  2,300 
hours’  in  service  replace  the  suspect  sixth 
stage  compressor  rotor  disc  with  a  new,  used, 
or  reworked  disc  approved  by  Chief,  Engi¬ 
neering  and  Manufacturing  Branch,  Eastern 
Region,  New  York. 

b.  Upon  submission  of  substantiating  data 
by  an  owner  or  operator  through  an  FAA 
Maintenance  Inspector,  the  Chief,  Engineer¬ 
ing  and  Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA,  East¬ 
ern  Region  may  adjust  the  compliance  time. 

This  amendment  is  effective  Feb¬ 
ruary  16,  1970. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423;  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act,  49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)) 


Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  January  6, 
1970. 


George  M.  Gary, 
Director,  Eastern  Region. 


shanks  going  up  to  neck  of  bearing  hous¬ 
ing.  If  incorrect  rod  ends  are  installed,  be¬ 
fore  further  flight,  replace  them  with  cor¬ 
rect  rod  ends  in  accordance  with  Schempp. 
Hirth  K.Q.  Technical  Note  No.  1/69  dated 
October  20,  1969,  or  an  FAA-approved  equi¬ 
valent. 

This  amendment  is  effective  upon 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  as 
to  all  persons  except  those  persons  to 
whom  it  was  made  immediately  effective 
by  the  telegram  dated  December  12, 
1969,  which  contained  this  amendment. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and 
1423;  sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(C)  ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  2,  1970. 

James  F.  Rudolph, 
Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 

|  F.R.  Doc.  70-630;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:47  a.m.] 


|  F.R.  Doc.  70-631;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  10061;  Arndt.  39-926] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Schempp-Hirth  Cirrus  Sailplanes 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator,  an  airworthi¬ 
ness  directive  (AD)  was  adopted  on  De¬ 
cember  12,  1969.  and  made  immediately 
effective  as  to  all  known  U.S.  operators 
of  Schempp-Hirth  Cirrus  Sailplanes  hav¬ 
ing  serial  numbers  19,  46,  47,  50,  53,  55, 
57  through  69,  71  through  75,  77,  and  79 
through  82.  The  directive  requires  in¬ 
spection  of  askubal  rod  ends  located  in 
the  wings,  fuselage,  and  vertical  fin,  and 
replacement  of  incorrect  rod  ends  before 
further  flight. 

Since  it  wras  found  that  immediate 
corrective  action  was  required,  notice  and 
public  procedure  thereon  was  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  inter¬ 
est,  and  good  cause  existed  for  making 
the  AD  effective  immediately  as  to  all 
known  U.S.  operators  of  the  specified 
Schempp-Hirth  Cirrus  sailplanes  by  in¬ 
dividual  telegrams  dated  December  12, 
1969.  These  conditions  still  exist  and  the 
airworthiness  directive  is  hereby  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  as  an 
amendment  to  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  make  it 
effective  as  to  all  persons. 

Schempp-Hirth  K.G.  Applies  to  Schempp- 
Hirth  Cirrus  sailplanes  having  serial 
numbers  19,  46,  47,  50,  53,  55,  57  through 
69,  71  through  75,  77,  and  79  through  82. 

Compliance  is  required  as  indicated. 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  69-AL-5] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  to  the  Continental  Control 
Area 

On  November  1,  1969,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  wTas  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (34  F.R.  17732)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  was  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  extend  the  Continental 
Control  Area  within  Alaska,  north  of 
lat.  68°00'00"  N. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  No  comments  were 
received  in  response  to  the  notice. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  ofi  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t., 

April  2,  1970,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Section  71.9  (35  F.R.  2004)  is  amended 
to  read: 

§  71.9  Continental  control  area. 

The  Continental  Control  Area  con¬ 
sists  of  the  airspace  of  the  48  contiguous 
States,  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
Alaska,  excluding  the  Alaska  peninsula 
wrest  of  long.  160°00'00"  W.,  at  and  above 
14,500  feet  M.S.L.,  but  does  not  in¬ 
clude — 

(a)  The  airspace  less  than  1,500  feet 
above  the  surface  of  the  earth;  or 

(b)  Prohibited  and  restricted  areas, 
other  than  restricted  area  military  climb 
corridors  and  the  restricted  areas  listed 


Compliance  required  as  indicated.  To  pre¬ 
clude  sixth  stage  compressor  rotor  disc  fail¬ 
ures  as  the  result  of  abnormal  processing  of 
the  edge  radius  in  the  base  of  the  blade 
slots,  accomplish  the  following: 

a  For  engines  incorporating  any  of  the 
previously  listed  sixth  stage  compressor 
rotor  discs: 

1.  With  1,700  hours’  or  more  in  service 
since  new  within  the  next  600  hours  in 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD 
replace  the  suspect  sixth  stage  compressor 
rotor  disc  with  a  new,  used,  or  reworked 


To  prevent  failure  of  elevator,  aileron  or 
airbrake  flight  control  systems,  before  further 
flight  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
unless  already  accomplished,  accomplish  the 
following: 

Inspect  askubal  rod  ends  located  in  wings, 
(4),  fuselage  (2),  and  fin  (1)  in  accordance 
with  Schempp-Hirth  K.G.  Technical  Note 
No.  1/69  dated  October  20,  1969,  or  an  FAA- 
approved  equivalent,  to  insure  that  correct 
rod  ends  are  installed  in  the  elevator,  aileron, 
and  airbrake  flight  control  systems.  Incorrect 
rod  ends  may  be  recognized  by  thread  of 


in  Subpart  D  of  this  part. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
49  U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  5, 1970. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

•  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

(F.R.  Doc.  70-645;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:48  a.m  ] 
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I  Airspace  Docket  No.  69-BA-123] 

PART  71— designation  of  federal 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area 

On  page  18309  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  November  15,  1969,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  published  a  proposed 
regulation  which  would  alter  the  Water- 
town,  N.Y.,  control  zone  (34  F.R.  4633) 
and  transition  area  (34  F.R.  4781). 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit 
written  data  or  views.  No  objections  to 
the  proposed  regulations  have  been 
received. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulations  are  hereby  adopted  effective 
0901  G.m.t.  March  5, 1970. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
72  Stat.  749  ;  49  U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  DOT 
Act,  49U.S.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  Decem¬ 
ber  24, 1969. 

George  M.  Gary, 
Director,  Eastern  Region. 

1.  Amend  §  71.171  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  so  as  to  delete  in  the 
description  of  the  Watertown,  N.Y.,  con¬ 
trol  zone  the  words  “and  within”  and  all 
thereafter  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following;  “and  within  3  miles  each  side 
of  the  Watertown,  N.Y.,  VOR  211°  radial, 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone 
to  8  miles  southwest  of  the  VOR.” 

2.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 

'  delete  in  the  description  of  the  Water- 
town,  N.Y.,  700-foot  transition  area  “and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Water- 
town,  N.Y.,  VOR  214°  radial  extending 
from  the  7 -mile  radius  to  8  miles  south¬ 
west  of  the  VOR.”  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following;  ‘‘and  within  3.5 
miles  each  side  of  the  Watertown,  N.Y., 
VOR  211°  radial,  extending  from  the 
7-mile  radius  area  to  12  miles  southwest 
of  the  VOR.” 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-646;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  69-EA-124] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area 

On  page  18310  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  November  15, 1969,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  published  a  proposed 
rule  which  would  alter  the  Augusta, 
Maine,  control  zone  (34  F.R.  4562)  and 
transition  area  (34  F.R.  4646). 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit 
written  data  or  views.  No  objections  to 
the  proposed  regulations  have  been  re¬ 
ceived. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulations  are  hereby  adopted  effective 
0901  March  5,  1970. 


(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 

72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  DOT 
Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  Decem¬ 
ber  24,  1969. 

George  M.  Gary, 
Director,  Eastern  Region. 

1.  Amend  §  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
delete  in  the  description  of  the  Augusta, 
Maine,  control  zone  all  after  “Augusta 
State  Airport,  Augusta,  Maine;”  and  in¬ 
sert  the  following  in  lieu  thereof;  “within 

3.5  miles  each  side  of  the  Capital  City, 
Maine,  RBN  <44°20'18"  N.,  69°48'42" 
W.)  333°  bearing,  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  10.5  miles  northwest 
of  the  RBN  and  within  3.5  miles  each 
side  of  the  Augusta  VORTAC  328°  radial, 
extending  from  the  5 -mile  radius  zone  to 

10.5  miles  northwest  of  the  VORTAC.” 

2.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71,  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
delete  in  the  description  of  the  Augusta, 
Maine,  transition  area,  all  after  "Au¬ 
gusta  State  Airport,  Augusta,  Maine;” 
and  insert  the  following  in  lieu  thereof; 
“within  4.5  miles  northeast  and  9.5  miles 
southwest  of  the  Capital  City,  Maine, 
RBN  (44°20'18"  N„  69°48'42"  W.)  333° 
bearing,  extending  from  the  Capital  City 
RBN  to  18.5  miles  northwest  of  the  RBN 
and  within  4.5  miles  northeast  and  9.5 
miles  southwest  of  the  Augusta  VOR 
TAC  328°  radial,  extending  from  the 
Augusta  VORTAC  to  18.5  miles  north¬ 
west  of  the  VORTAC.” 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-647;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[  Airspace  Docket  No.  69-EA-134] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area 

On  page  18311  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  November  15, 1969,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  published  a  proposed 
rule  which  would  alter  the  Paducah, 
Kentucky  control  zone  (34  F.R.  4612) 
and  transition  area  (34  F.R.  4740). 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data  or  views.  No  objections  to  the 
proposed  regulations  have  been  received. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulations  are  hereby  adopted  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  March  5, 1970. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1342;  sec.  6(c),  DOT 
Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(C)) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  Decem¬ 
ber  24,  1969. 

George  M.  Gary, 
Director,  Eastern  Region. 

1.  Amend  §  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
delete  the  description  of  the  Paducah, 
Ky„  control  zone  and  substitute  the  fol¬ 
lowing  in  lieu  thereof :  “within  a  5-mile 
radius  of  the  center,  37°03'40"  N.,  88°46'- 
20"  W.,  of  Barkley  Field,  Paducah,  Ky., 


and  within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  234° 
bearing  from  the  Paducah  RBN,  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  5 -mile  radius  zone  to  8.5 
miles  southwest  of  the  RBN.” 

2.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
delete  the  description  of  the  Paducah, 
Ky.,  transition  area  and  substitute  the 
following  in  lieu  thereof: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  9-mile  ra¬ 
dius  of  the  center,  37°03'40”  N.,  88°46'20''  W., 
of  Barkley  Field,  Paducah,  Ky.;  within  3.5 
miles  each  side  of  the  234°  bearing  from  the 
Paducah  RBN,  extending  from  the  9-mile 
radius  area  to  12  miles  southwest  of  the 
RBN;  and  within  3.5  miles  each  side  of  the 
Paducah  VORTAC  225*  radial,  extending 
from  the  9 -mile  radius  area  to  12  miles 
southwest  of  the  VORTAC. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from 
1,200  feet  above  the  surface  bounded  by  a 
line  beginning  at  37°01'30''  N„  88°35'00"  W. 
to  36°41'30”  N„  88*55'30”  W.  to  36°53’30’'  N„ 
89°10'00"  W.  to  37°10'00”  N.,  89<’07'10”  W.  to 
point  of  beginning. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-648;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:48  a.m.j 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  69-WA-56] 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 

Designation  of  Temporary  Restricted 
Areas 

On  December  6,  1969,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (34  F.R.  19376)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  was  considering  amendments  to 
Part  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  designate  temporary 
restricted  areas  near  Hampton  Va.,  and 
Sandbridge,  Va. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  All  comments  received 
were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
Part  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended,  effective  upon  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register,  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth. 

Section  73.66  (35  FR  2352)  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following : 

Hampton,  Va. 

Boundaries:  Beginning  at  lat.  37c08'29'’ 
N„  long.  76°24'03"  W.;  to  lat.  36”58'40"  N„ 
long.  76°32'30"  W.;  to  lat.  36°55'20"  N„ 
long.  .76°24'19"  W.;  to  lat.  37°07'06"  N„ 
long.  76°  20 '16''  W.;  thence  to  point  of 
beginning. 

Designated  altitudes :  Surface  to  unlimited. 
Time  of  designation:  From  1300  to  1400 
e.s.t.,  March  7,  1970. 

Using  agency:  NASA  Langley  Research 
Center,  Hampton,  Va. 

Sandbridge,  Va. 

Boundaries:  Beginning  at  lat.  36°43'14'' 
N.,  long.  75°55'36"  W.;  to  lat.  N„ 

long.  76*04'32"  W.;  to  lat.  36*30’06''  N„  long. 
75°56'07"  W.;  to  lat.  Se^l^O"  N„  long. 
75°51'55"  W.;  thence  to  point  of  beginning. 
Designated  altitudes:  Surface  to  unlimited. 
Time  of  designation:  From  1300  to  1400 
e.s.t.,  March  7,  1970. 

Using  agency:  NASA  Langley  Research 
Center,  Hampton,  Va. 
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(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958. 

49  U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Trane oortation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
January  8, 1970. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-649;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

-  8:48  a.m.J 

Title  15— COMMERCE  AND 
FOREIGN  TRADE 

Chapter  III — Bureau  of  International 
Commerce,  Department  of  Commerce 

SUBCHAPTER  B — EXPORT  REGULATIONS 

(12th  Gen.  Rev.  of  Export  Regs.  (Arndt.  9)] 

PART  376— SPECIAL  COMMODITY 
POLICIES  AND  PROVISIONS 

PART  377— SHORT  SUPPLY 
CONTROLS 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Parts  376  and  377  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  are  amended  to  read 
as  set  forth  below. 

(Sec.  3,  63  Stat.  7;  50  U.S.C.  App.  2023;  E.O. 
10945,  26  F.R.  4487,  3  CFR  1959-1963  Comp.; 
E.O.  11038,  27  F.R.  7003,  3  CFR  1959-1963 
•  Comp.) 

Effective  date;  Part  376 — January  8, 
1970;  Part  377 — January  1, 1970. 

Rauer  H.  Meyer, 

Director,  Office  of  Export  Control. 
Section  376.3  is  amended  as  follows: 

§  376.3  Agricultural  commodities  and 
manufacturers  thereof. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(2)  License  application — (i)  Certifica¬ 
tion.  The  following  certification  shall  be 
attached  to  the  license  application: 

I  (We)  certify  that  with  respect  to  the 
commodities  described  on  this  application 
(1)  the  price  will  be  on  the  basis  of  the 
prevailing  world  price  at  the  time  the  con¬ 
tract  is  concluded;  (2)  the  payment  will  be 
made  in  U.S.  dollars  or  gold;  (3)  the  terms 
of  sale  will  be  cash  or  normal  commercial 
credit;  (4)  the  export  from  the  United 
States  will  not  be  financed  under  Public 
Law  480;  (5)  the  commodities  were  produced 
in  the  United  States;  (6)  at  least  50  per¬ 
cent  of  the  commodities  exported  under  any 
export  license  resulting  from  this  applica¬ 
tion  will  be  exported  in  U.S. -flag  ocean  car¬ 
riers;  and  (7)  promptly  upon  entering  into 
a  charter  or  other  shipping  arrangement  for 
each  shipment  of  commodities  to  be  ex¬ 
ported  under  any  export  license  resulting 
from  this  application,  the  U.S.  Maritime  Ad¬ 
ministration  will  be  notified  of  the  name  of 
the  ship,  the  name  of  the  ship  operator,  the 
ship’s  flag  of  registration,  the  quantity  of 
such  shipment,  and  the  export  license  num¬ 
ber  under  which  the  shipment  is  made. 

(Notifications  of  shipping  arrangements,  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  the  above  certification  should 
be  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Maritime  Adminis¬ 


tration,  Office  of  Ship  Operations,  441  G 
Street  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20235.) 
***** 

(b)  *  *  * 

(1)  *  *  *  \ 

(1)  *  *  * 

(a)  *  *  * 

(2)  Certification: 

I  (We)  certify  that  with  respect  to  the 
commodities  described  on  this  application 
(1)  the  terms  of  sale  will  be  cash  or  normal 
commercial  credit;  (2)  the  export  from  the 
United  States  will  not  be  financed  under 
Public  Law  480;  (3)  the  commodities  were 
produced  in  the  United  States;  (4)  at  least 
50  percent  of  the  commodities  exported 
under  any  export  license  resulting  from  this 
application  will  be  exported  in  U.S. -flag  ocean 
carriers;  and  (5)  promptly  upon  entering 
into  a  charter  or  other  shipping  arrange¬ 
ment  for  each  shipment  of  commodities  to 
be  exported  under  any  export  license  result¬ 
ing  from  this  application,  the  U.S.  Maritime 
Administration  will  be  notified  of  the  name 
of  the  ship,  the  name  of  the  ship  operator, 
the  ship’s  flag  of  registration,  the  quantity 
of  such  shipment,  and  the  export  license 
number  under  which  the  shipment  is  made. 
***** 

(b)  Other  agricultural  exports  to 
Country  Group  Y.  *  *  * 

(2)  An  export  to  any  other  country  in 
Country  Group  Y  of. any  agricultural 
commodity,  or  manufacture  thereof,  ex¬ 
cept  for  wheat  or  wheat  flour : 

I  (We)  certify  that  with  respect  to  the 
commodities  described  on  this  application 
(1)  the  terms  of  sale  will  be  cash  or  normal 
commercial  credit;  (2)  the  export  from  the 
United  States  will  not  be  financed  under 
Public  Law  480;  and  (3)  the  commodities 
were  produced  in  the  United  States. 

***** 

Section  377.3  is  amended  as  follows: 


§  377.3  Copper  and  copper  products. 
***** 

(b)  Copper  and  copper-base  alloy 
waste  and  certain  nickel  scrap — (1) 
Scope.  The  following  commodities  are 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  para¬ 
graph  (b) : 

Export  Control  Commodity  Number  and 
Commodity  Description 
28200  Iron  and  steel  scrap  containing  20 
percent  (by  weight)  or  more  copper, 
including  scrap  melted  into  crude 
forms. 

28401  Copper  bearing  ash  and  residues. 

28402  Copper  or  copper-base  alloy  waste  and 

scrap. 

28403  Nickel  alloy  waste  and  scrap  contain¬ 

ing  50  percent  or  more  copper  ir¬ 
respective  of  nickel  content. 

68212  Refined  copper  fragments  (made  by 
chopping,  shredding,  or  otherwise 
fragmenting  copper  wire,  tubing, 
etc.)  and  un wrought  forms  of  re¬ 
fined  copper  derived  from  such 
fragments. 

***** 

(c)  Refined  copper — (1)  Scope.  As 
used  in  this  paragraph  (c),  the  term 
“refined  copper”  means  any  refined  cop¬ 
per,  including  remelted,  in  cathodes,  bil¬ 
lets,  ingots  (except  copper -base  alloy  in¬ 
gots,  for  which  see  paragraph  (d)  of  this 
section) ,  wire  bars,  and  other  crude 
forms  other  than  (i)  refined  copper 
fragments  (made  by  chopping,  shred¬ 
ding,  or  otherwise  fragmenting  copper 
wire,  tubing,  etc.)  and  (ii)  unwrought 
forms  of  refined  copper  derived  from 
such  copper  fragments  (Export  Control 
Commodity  No.  68212) . 

***** 
Supplement  No.  1  to  Part  377  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 


Commodities  Subject  to  Short  Supply  Quota  Controls 


Export 

control 

commodity 

No. 


Commodity  description 


Export 

control 

regulations 

reference 


Submission  dates  for  license  appli¬ 
cations  (No  later  than  date 
shown  below) 


Nonhistorlcal 

applicants 


Historical 

applicants 


28290 . Iron  and  steel  scrap  containing  20  percent  (by 

weight)  or  more  copper,  including  scrap  melted 
into  crude  forms. 

28311  . Copper  ores  and  concentrates . 

28312  _ Copper  matte . . . 

28401.  . . Copper  metalliferous  ash  and  residues . 

28402 . Copper  or  copper-base  alloy  waste  and  scrap, 

including  copper-base  alloy  waste  and  scrap  of 
less  than  40  percent  copper  content  where  copper 
is  the  component  of  chief  weight. 

28403.  .  1 . Nickel  alloy  waste  and  scrap  containing  50  percent 

or  more  copper  irrespective  of  nickel  content. 

51470.'. . Master  alloys  of  copper  containing  8  percent  or 

more  phosphor. 

68211  . Blister  copper  and  other  unrefined  copper . 

68212  .  Refined  copper  of  domestic  origin,  including  re¬ 

melted,  in  cathodes,  billets,  ingots  (except  cop¬ 
per-base  alloy  ingots) ,  wire  bars  and  other  crude 
forms,  other  than  (a)  refined  copper  fragments 
(made  by  chopping,  shredding  or  otherwise  frag¬ 
menting  copper  wire,  tubing,  etc.)  and  (b)  un¬ 
wrought  forms  of  refined  copper  derived  from 
such  copper  fragments. 

68212 . Copper-base  alloy  ingots  composed  essentially  of 

copper  with  one  or  more  other  metals,  for  ex¬ 
ample:  beryllium  copper  ingots,  devarda  alloy 
ingots,  guinea  alloy  ingots,  ounce  metal  ingots, 
etc. 

68212 .  Refined  copper  fragments  (made  by  chopping, 

shredding,  or  otherwise  fragmenting  copper 
wire,  tubing,  etc.)  and  unwrought  forms  of 
refined  copper  derived  from  such  fragments. 


377.3(b) . Feb.  13, 1970 . June  1, 1970. 


377.3(a) . Anytime . Anytime. 

377.3(a) . do .  Do. 

377.3(b) . June  1, 1970 . June  1, 1970. 

377.3(b) . Feb.  13, 1970 . June  1, 1970. 


377.3(b) . Feb.  13, 1970 . June  1, 1970. 

377.3(e) . Anytime . Anytime. 


377.3(a) . .do .  Do. 

377.3(c) . Feb.  13,  1970 . June  1,  1970. 


377.3(c)......  Feb.  13, 1970 . June  1, 1970. 


377.3(b). 


Feb.  13, 1970 . June  1, 1970. 
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Commodities  Subject  to  Short  Supply  Quota  Controls — Continued 


Export 

control 

commodity 

No. 


Commodity  description 


Export 

control 

regulations 

reference 


Submission  dates  for  license  appli¬ 
cations  (No  later  than  date 
shown  below) 


Nonhistorical 

applicants 


Historical 

applicants 


68213.. 


Master  alloys  of  copper .  377.3(d) . Any  time . Any  time. 


68221  . Bars,  rods,  angles,  shapes,  sections,  and  wire  of  377.3(e) . .do. 

copper  or  copper-base  alloy. 

68222  . Plates,  sheets,  and  strips  (including  perforated)  377.3(e) . do.. 

of  copper  or  copper-base  alloy. 

68223  . Copper  foil .  377.3(e) . do.. 

68224  . Copper  or  copper  alloy  powders  and  flakes. .  377.3(e) . do.. 

68225  . Tubes,  pipes,  and  blanks  therefor,  and  hollow  377.3(e).- . do.. 

bars  of  copper  or  copper-base  alloy. 

69892 . Copper  or  copper-base  alloy  castings  and  forgings.  377.3(e) . . do.. 

72310 . Wire  and  cable  coated  with,  or  insulated  with,  377.3(e) . do.. 

fluorocarbon  polymers  or  copolymers. 

72310 . Coaxial-type  communications  cable  as  follows:  (a)  377.3(e) . do.. 

Containing  fluorocarbon  polymers  or  copoly¬ 
mers,  (b)  using  a  mineral  insulator  dielectric, 

(c)  using  a  dielectric  aired  by  discs,  beads,  spiral, 
screw,  or  any  other  means,  (d)  designed  for 
pressurization  or  use  with  a  gas  dielectric,  or 
(e)  intended  for  submarine  laying. 

72310 . Other  coaxial  cable .  377.3(e) . do._ 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


[F.R.  Doc.  No.  70-570;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970;  8:45  a.m.] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 


Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  C — Food  Additives  Permitted 
in  the  Feed  and  Drinking  Water  of 
Animals  or  for  the  Treatment  of 
Food-Producing  Animals 

Buquinolate 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  data  submitted  in  an 
application  (34-716V-29)  filed  by  Nor¬ 
wich  Pharmacal  Co.,  Post  Office  Box  191, 
Norwich,  N.Y.  13185,  and  other  relevant 
material,  concludes  that  §  121.291  should 


Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  its 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20201,  written  objec¬ 
tions  thereto,  preferably  in  quintupli- 
cate.  Objections  shall  show  wherein  the 


be  amended  to  provide  for  the  safe  and 
effective  use  of  buquinolate  in  feed  for 
broiler  and  replacement  chickens  as  set 
forth  below.  Pending  recodification  of 
previously  established  regulations  in 
Part  121  under  regulations  to  be  estab¬ 
lished  under  the  provisions  of  section 
512  (i)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act,  this  order  is  in  accordance 
with  §  3.517  New  animal  drugs ;  transi¬ 
tional  provisions  re  section  512  of  the 
act. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Act  (sec.  512(i),  82  Stat.  347;  21 
U.S.C.  360b(l)),  in  accordance  with 
§  3.517,  and  under  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120), 
§  121.291(a)  is  amended  by  adding  two 
new  items  to  the  table,  as  follows; 

§  121.291  Buquinolate. 

♦  *  *  *  * 

(a)  *  *  * 


person  filing  will  be  adversely  affected 
by  the  order  and  specify  with  particu¬ 
larity  the  provisions  of  the  order 
deemed  objectionable  and  the  grounds 
for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing  is  re¬ 
quested,  the  objections  must  state  the 
issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will  be 
granted  if  the  objections  are  supported 
by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to  justify 
the  relief  sought.  Objections  may  be 


accompanied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief 
in  support  thereof. 

Effective  date:  This  order  shall  become 
effective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  512(1),  82  Stat.  347;  21  U.S.C.  360b(l)) 

Dated:  January  8, 1970. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

|F.R.  Doc.  70-602;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:45  a.m.] 


PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  F — Food  Additives  Resulting 
From  Contact  With  Containers  or 
Equipment  and  Food  Additives 
Otherwise  AfFecting  Food 

Rubber  Articles  Intended  for 
Repeated  Use 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  the  data  in  a  petition 
(FAP  9B2423)  filed  by  Penn  wait  .Corp., 
Lucidol  Division,  1740  Military  Road, 
Buffalo,  N.Y.  14240,  and  other  relevant 
material,  concludes  that  the  food  addi¬ 
tive  regulations  should  be  amended  to 
provide  for  the  safe  use  of  an  additional 
substance  (identified  below)  as  an  ac¬ 
celerator  in  the  formulation  of  rubber 
articles  intended  for  repeated  food-con¬ 
tact  use.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat. 
1786;  21  U.S.C.  348(c)(1))  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
(21  CFR  2.120),  §  121.2562(c)  (4)  (ii)  (b) 
is  amended  by  alphabetically  inserting  in 
the  list  of  substances  a  new  item,  as 
follows: 

§  121.2562  Rubber  articles  intended  for 
repeated  use. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(c)  *  *  * 

'(4)  *  *  * 

(ii)  •  *  * 

(b)  Accelerators  ( total  not  to  exceed 
1.5  percent  by  weight  of  rubber  product ) . 
*  *  •  *  • 

(1,  1,  4,  4-Tetramethyltetramethylene)bis 
[tert-butyl  peroxide]. 

***** 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  its 
“publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20201,  written  objec¬ 
tions  thereto,  preferably  in  quintuplicate. 
Objections  shall  show  wherein  the  per¬ 
son  filing  will  be  adversely  affected  by 
the  order  and  specify  with  particularlity 
the  provisions  of  the  order  deemed  ob¬ 
jectionable  and  the  grounds  for  the  ob¬ 
jections.  If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the 
objections  must  state  the  issues  for  the 


Buquinolate  in  Animal  Feed 


Principal 

ingredient 

Grams 
per  ton 

Combined 

with— 

Grams 
per  ton 

Limitations 

Indications  for  use 

•  •  • 

2.1  Buquinolate.. 

2.2  Buquinolate.. 

*  *  • 

75- 100 
(0. 00825- 
0.011%) 

76- 100 
(0. 00825- 
0.011%) 

•  •  • 

•  •  ♦ 

•  •  * 

.  For  broiler  chickens;  do  not 
feed  to  chickens  over  16 
weeks  of  age. 

.  For  replacement  chickens 
intended  for  use  as  caged 
layers:  do  not  feed  to 
chickens  over  16  weeks 
of  age. 

•  •  • 

As  an  aid  in  the  prevention 
of  coccidiosis  caused  by 

E.  tenella,  E.  maxima,  E. 
necatrix,  E.  brunetti,  and 
E.  acervulim. 

As  an  aid  in  the  prevention 
of  coccidiosis  caused  by 

E.  tenella,  E.  maxima,  E. 
necatrix,  E.  brunetti,  and 
E.  acervulina. 
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hearing.  A  hearing  will  be  granted  if  the 
objections  are  supported  by  grounds  le¬ 
gally  sufficient  to  justify  the  relief 
sought.  Objections  may  be  accompanied 
by  a  memorandum  or  brief  in  support 
thereof. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  on  the  date  of  its  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 
(C)(1)) 

Dated:  January  7,  1970. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

(F.R.  Doc.  70-603;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:45  a.m.) 

SUBCHAPTER  C — DRUGS 

PART  l*48i— NEOMYCIN  SULFATE 

Confirmation  of  Effective  Date  of 
Order  Repealing  Provision  for  Cer¬ 
tification  of  Neomycin  Sulfate- 
Kaolin  -  Pectin -Su If aguanidine- 
Homatropine  Methylbromide  Oral 
Suspension 

An  order  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  October  15,  1969  (34 
F.R.  15842),  amending  the  antibiotic 
drug  regulations  to  repeal  provision 
for  certification  of  neomycin  sulfate- 
kaolin  -  pectin  -  sulfaguanidine  -  homatro- 
pine  methylbromide  oral  suspension.  The 
order  amended  §  148i.6(a)  (1)  by  deleting 
from  the  second  sentence  “sulfaguani¬ 
dine,  homatropine  methylbromide.” 
There  are  no  outstanding  certificates  for 
such  combination  drug. 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  502, 
507,  52  Stat.  1050-51,  as  amended,  59 
Stat.  463,  as  amended:  21  U.S.C.  352, 
357)  and  under  authority  delegated  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
(21  CFR  2.120),  notice  is  given  that  no 
objections  were  filed  to  the  above-iden¬ 
tified  order.  Accordingly,  the  amendment 
promulgated  thereby  became  effective 
November  24,  1969. 

Dated:  January  7,  1970. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

(F.R.  Doc.  70-604;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:45  a.m.] 

Title  26-INTERNAL  REVENUE 

Chapter  I — Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 

SUBCHAPTER  A— INCOME  TAX 

[T.D.  7021] 

PART  13— TEMPORARY  INCOME  TAX 
REGULATIONS  UNDER  THE  TAX  RE¬ 
FORM  ACT  OF  1969 

Election  To  Include  Certain  Restricted 
Property  in  Gross  Income 

The  following  regulations  relate  to  the 
application  of  section  83(b)  of  the  Inter¬ 
nal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  as  added  by 


section  321(a)  of  the  Tax  Reform  Act  of 
1969  (81  Stat.  487) ,  to  the  election  to  in¬ 
clude  certain  restricted  property  in  gross 
income  in  the  year  of  transfer. 

The  regulations  set  forth  herein  are 
temporary  and  are  designed  to  inform 
taxpayers  the  manner  of  electing  to  in¬ 
clude  certain  restricted  property  in  gross 
income  in  the  year  of  transfer  under  sec¬ 
tion  83(b)  with  respect  to  elections  made 
on  or  after  December  30,  1969,  the  date 
of  enactment  of  such  Act,  and  those  made 
prior  to  the  issuance  of  final  regulations 
to  be  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner  and 
approved  by  the  Secretary  or  his  delegate. 

In  order  to  provide  such  temporary 
regulations  under  section  83(b)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  regulations  are  adopted : 

§  13.1  Election  to  include  in  gross  in¬ 
come  in  year  transfer. 

(a)  In  general.  Under  section  83(b) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954 
any  person  who  performs  services  in 
connection  with  which  property  iz  trans¬ 
ferred  which  at  the  time  of  transfer  is 
not  transferable  by  the  transferee  and 
is  subject  to  a  substantial  risk  of  for¬ 
feiture  may  elect  to  include  in  his  gross 
income  for  the  taxable  year  in  which 
such  property  is  transfered,  the  excess 
of  the  fair  market  value  of  such  property 
at  the  time  of  transfer  (determined  with¬ 
out  regard  to  any  restriction  other  than 
a  restriction  which  by  its  terms  will 
never  lapse)  over  the  amount  (if  any) 
paid  for  such  property.  If  this  election 
is  made  section  83(a)  does  not  apply 
with  respect  to  such  property,  and  any 
subsequent  appreciation  in  the  value 
of  the  property  is  not  taxable  as  com¬ 
pensation.  However,  if  the  property  is 
later  forfeited,  no  deduction  is  allowed 
to  any  person  with  respect  to  such  for¬ 
feiture.  This  election  is  not  necessary 
in  the  case  of  property  which  is  trans¬ 
ferred  subject  only  to  a  restriction  which 
by  its  terms  will  never  lapse. 

(b)  Accelerators  (.total  not  to  exceed 
election  referred  to  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  is  made  by  filing  two  copies 
of  a  written  statement  with  the  internal 
revenue  officer  with  whom  the  person 
who  performed  the  services  files  his 
return. 

(c)  Additional  copies.  The  person  who 
performed  the  services  shall  also  submit 
a  copy  of  the  statement  referred  to  in 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section  to  the 
person  for  whom  the  services  are  per¬ 
formed,  and,  in  addition,  if  the  person 
who  performs  the  services  in  connection 
with  which  restricted  property  is  trans¬ 
ferred  and  the  transferee  of  such 
property  are  not  the  same  person,  the 
person  who  performs  the  services  shall 
submit  a  copy  of  such  statement  to  the 
transferee  of  the  property. 

(d)  Content  of  statement.  The  state¬ 
ment  shall  indicate  that  it  is  being  made 
under  section  83(b)  of  the  Code,  and 
shall  contain  the  following  information: 

(1)  The  name,  address,  taxpayer 
identification  number  and  the  taxable 
year  (For  example,  “Calendar  year  1969” 
or  “Fiscal  year  ending  May  31,  1970”) 
of  the  person  who  performed  the 
services: 


(2)  A  description  of  each  property 
with  respect  to  which  the  election  is 
being  made; 

(3)  The  date  or  dates  on  which  the 
property  is  transferred; 

(4)  The  nature  of  the  restriction  or 
restrictions  to  which  the  property  is 
subject: 

(5)  The  fair  market  value  at  the  time 
of  transfer  (determined  without  regard 
to  any  restriction  other  than  a  restric¬ 
tion  which  by  its  terms  will  never  lapse) 
of  each  property  with  respect  to  which 
the  election  is  being  made;  and 

(6)  The  amount  (if  any)  paid  for  such 
property. 

(e)  Time  for  making  election.  The 
statement  referred  to  in  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section  shall  be  filed  not  later 
than  30  days  after  the  date  the  property 
was  transferred  (or,  if  later,  Jan.  29, 
1970).  Any  statement  filed  before 
February  15,  1970,  may  be  amended  not 
later  than  30  days  after  the  publication 
of  this  Treasury  decision  in  the  Federal 
Register  in  order  to  make  it  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section. 

(f)  Revocability  of  election.  An  elec¬ 
tion  under  section  83(b)  may  not  be  re¬ 
voked  except  with  the  consent  of  the 
Commissioner. 

Because  of  the  need  for  immediate 
guidance  with  respect  to  the  provisions 
contained  in  this  Treasury  decision,  it 
is  found  impracticable  to  issue  it  with 
notice  and  public  procedure  thereon  un¬ 
der  subsection  (b)  of  section  553  of  title 
5  of  the  United  States  Code  or  subject 
to  the  effective  date  limitation  of  sub¬ 
section  (d)  of  that  section. 

(Sec.  7805,  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954 
(68 A  Stat.  917;  26  U.S.C.  7805) ) 

[seal]  Randolph  W.  Thrower, 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

Approved:  January  15, 1970. 

Edwin  S.  Cohen, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

(F.R.  Doc.  70-688;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:50  a.m.] 


Title  29— LABOR 

Subtitle  A — Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Labor 

PART  20— OCCUPATIONAL  TRAINING 
OF  UNEMPLOYED  PERSONS 

Allowances  and  Other  Training  Pay¬ 
ments  in  American  Samoa  and  Trust 
Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands 

Pursuant  to  authority  contained  in 
section  207  of  the  Manpower  Develop¬ 
ment  and  Training  Act  of  1962  (76  Stat. 
29;  42  U.S.C.  2587)  and  Secretary’s  Or¬ 
der  No.  14-69  (34  F.R.  6502),  I  hereby 
amend  Part  20  of  Subtitle  A  of  Title  29 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  as 
set  forth  below.  The  purpose  of  adding 
§  20.43  relating  to  American  Samoa  and 
the  Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands 
is  to  further  implement  the  1968  Amend¬ 
ments  to  the  above  Act  (82  Stat.  1352  et 
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seq.) ,  and  the  reason  for  the  amendments 
with  respect  to  the  transportation  allow¬ 
ances  is  to  facilitate  the  administration 
of  the  appropriate  training  projects  un¬ 
der  the  Act. 

The  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553,  which 
require  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking, 
opportunity  for  public  participation  and 
delay  in  effective  date,  are  not  applicable 
here  because  these  amendments  relate 
only  to  public  benefits.  Moreover,  I  do 
not  believe  such  procedure  would  serve 
a  useful  purpose.  Accordingly,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  upon  their  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register: 

1.  In  §  20.35,  subdivision  (i)  of  para¬ 
graph  (a)(1)  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  20.35  Amount  of  training  allowance. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(1)  Regular  training  allowance — (i) 
Basic  amount.  Except  for  persons  se¬ 
lected  and  referred  to  training  in  Guam, 
American  Samoa,  or  the  Trust  Territory 
of  the  Pacific  Islands,  the  basic  amount 
of  a  training  allowance  shall  be  the 
average  of  payments  of  State  gross  un¬ 
employment  compensation  (including  al¬ 
lowances  for  dependents)  for  weeks  of 
total  unemployment  paid  by  the  State  in 
the  four-calendar-quarter  period  pre¬ 
ceding  the  quarter  in  which  the  basic 
amount  is  computed  and  shall  be  pay¬ 
able  for  weeks  of  training  that  begin 
within  the  second  calendar  quarter  fol¬ 
lowing  the  four-calendar-quarter  period 
for  which  the  data  are  compiled.  This 
amount  shall  be  computed  quarterly  by 
dividing  the  total  amount  of  such  pay¬ 
ment  by  the  number  of  weeks  of  total 
unemloyment  compensation.  The  com¬ 
puted  average,  if  not  an  exact  dollar 
amount,  shall  be  rounded  to  the  next 
higher  dollar.  The  basic  amount  of  a 
training  allowance  payable  to  an  eli¬ 
gible  individual  taking  training  under 
the  Act  in  Guam,  shall  be  the  average 
of  payments  of  State  gross  unemploy¬ 
ment  compensation  (including  allow¬ 
ances  for  dependents)  for  weeks  of  total 
unemployment  paid  by  all  other  States 
in  the  four-calendar-quarter  period  pre¬ 
ceding  the  quarter  in  which  the  basic 
amount  is  computed,  and  shall  be  pay¬ 
able  for  weeks  of  training  that  begin 
within  the  second  calendar  quarter  fol¬ 
lowing  the  period  for  which  the  data  are 
compiled. 

***** 

2.  In  §  20.41,  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b) 

(2)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  20.41  Transportation  allowances. 

(a)  Transportation  within  commuting 
area.  A  person  engaged  in  training  under 
the  Act  who  commutes  between  his  resi¬ 
dence  and  the  training  facility  is  eligible 
for  an  allowance  in  an  amount  equal  to 
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the  cost  of  daily  local  transportation  by 
the  least  expensive  means  of  transporta¬ 
tion  reasonably  available.  Any  person 
drawing  a  subsistence  allowance  by  rea¬ 
son  of  his  referral  to  training  outside 
the  commuting  area  of  his  regular  place 
of  residence  is  eligible  for  such  daily 
transportation  allowance  if  his  choice 
for  the  location  of  his  temporary  resi¬ 
dence  is  reasonable  in  view  of  such  fac¬ 
tors  as  living  costs  and  availability  of 
facilities.  A  person  engaged  in  on-the- 
job  training,  however,  shall  not  be  eli¬ 
gible  for  such  allowance  for  any  week 
in  which  he  has  been  offered  compen¬ 
sated  work  by  the  on-the-job  employer 
for  a  full  workweek  customary  in  the 
industry  for  the  occupation  for  which  he 
is  being  trained. 

(b)  *  *  * 

(2)  A  person,  incuding  an  individual 
enrolled  in  an  on-the-job  training  pro¬ 
gram,  who  has  been  referred  to  training 
outside  the  commuting  area  may  elect 
to  substitute  for  the  subsistence  allow¬ 
ance  provided  under  §  20.40  a  transpor¬ 
tation  allowance  in  an  amount  equal  to 
the  cost  of  daily  transportation  from  his 
home  to  the  training  facility  by  the  least 
expensive  means  of  transportation  rea¬ 
sonably  available.  This  allowance  may 
not  exceed  the  daily  subsistence  allow¬ 
ance  to  which  the  trainee  would  other¬ 
wise  be  entitled  under  §  20.40,  or  $0.10 
per  mile,  whichever  is  less,  except  as 
provided  in  subparagraph  (3)  of  this 
paragraph. 

***** 

3.  A  new  §  20.43  is  hereby  added  at  the 
end  of  Subpart  D,  to  read  as  follows : 

§  20.43  Allowances  and  other  training 
payments  in  American  Samoa  and 
the  Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific 
Islands. 

Notwithstanding  anything  contained 
in  this  subpart  to  the  contrary,  an  in¬ 
dividual  who  meets  the  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  under  the  applicable  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Act  and  this  subpart  and 
who  is  selected  and  referred  to  training 
under  the  Act  in  American  Samoa  or  the 
Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands, 
shall  be  entitled  to  receive  allowances  for 
training,  subsistence,  transportation, 
training  expense,  incentive  payments,  or 
any  other  training  allowance,  payment, 
or  expense  authorized  under  this  sub¬ 
part,  in  the  amounts,  for  the  periods,  and 
in  the  manner  determined  by  the 
Secretary. 

(Sec.  207,  76  Stat.  29;  42  U.S.C.  2587) 

Signed  in  Washington,  D.C.,  this  13th 
day  of  January  1970. 

Arnold  R.  Weber, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Manpower. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-669:  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:50  a.m.] 
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Title  45— PUBLIC  WELFARE 

Chapter  II — Social  and  Rehabilitation 
Service  (Assistance  Programs),  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare 

PART  233— COVERAGE  AND  CONDI¬ 
TIONS  OF  ELIGIBILITY  IN  FINAN¬ 
CIAL  ASSISTANCE  PROGRAMS 

Need  and  Amount  of  Assistance 

Section  233.20(a)  (3)  (vii)  (b)  and  (4) 
(ii)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  223.20  Need  and  amount  of  assistance, 
(a)  *  •  * 

(3)  *  *  * 

(vii)  *  *  *  (b)  the  provision  of  goods 
and  services  that  are  not  included  in 
the  statewide  standard  of  the  public  as¬ 
sistance  agency,  e.g.,  a  private  agency 
might  provide  money  for  special  train¬ 
ing  for  a  child  or  for  medical  care  when 
the  public  assistance  agency  does  not 
carry  this  responsibility;  or  housing  and 
urban  development  payments  might  be 
provided  to  cover  moving  expenses  that 
are  not  included  in  the  assistance  stand¬ 
ard  ;  or  *  *  * 

***** 

(4)  *  *  * 

(ii)  Provide  that,  in  determining  need 
and  the  amount  of  the  assistance  pay¬ 
ment,  the  following  will  be  disregarded: 
(a)  The  value  of  the  coupon  allotment 
under  the  Food  Stamp  Act  of  1964  in 
excess  of  the  amount  paid  for  the 
coupons;  (b)  the  value  of  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  donated  foods 
(surplus  commodities) ;  (c)  any  high¬ 
way  relocation  assistance  paid  under  the 
Federal-Aid  Highway  Act  of  1968;  and 
(d)  any  additional  relocation  payment 
under  section  114(c)(2)  of  the  Housing 
Act  of  1949  as  amended  (42  U.S.C. 
1465(c) (2)). 

***** 

(Sec.  1102,  49  Stat.  647,  42  U.S.C.  1302) 

Effective  date.  These  revisions  shall 
become  effective  on  the  date  of  their 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated:  December  24,  1969. 

John  D.  Twiname, 
Acting  Administrator,  Social 
and  Rehabilitation  Service. 

Approved:  January  13, 1970. 

Robert  H.  Finch, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-641;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:48  a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Consumer  and  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  909  ] 

[Docket  No.  AO-143- A4] 

GRAPEFRUIT  GROWN  IN  ARIZONA 

AND  CERTAIN  PARTS  OF  CALI¬ 
FORNIA 

Notice  of  Hearing  With  Respect  to 

Proposed  Further  Amendment  of 

Marketing  Agreement  and  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (Secs.  1-19,  48 
Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  601-674), 
and  in  accordance  with  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  orders,  as  amended  (7 
CFR  Part  900),  notice  is  hereby  given 
of  a  public  hearing  to  be  held  in  Confer¬ 
ence  Room  10,  Office  of  Disaster  Pre¬ 
paredness,  46209  Oasis  Street,  Indio, 
Calif.,  at  9:30  a.m.  local  time,  Wednes¬ 
day,  February  18,  1970,  with  respect  to 
proposed  amendment  of  the  marketing 
agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order  No. 
909,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  909) ,  here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  as  the  “marketing 
agreement”  and  “order”,  respectively, 
regulating  the  handling  of  grapefruit 
grown  in  Arizona;  in  Imperial  County, 
Calif.;  and  in  that  part  of  Riverside 
County,  Calif.,  situated  south  and  east 
of  White  Water,  Calif.  The  proposed 
amendments  have  not  received  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

The  public  hearing  is  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving  evidence  with  respect  to  the 
economic  and  marketing  conditions 
which  relate  to  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments,  hereinafter  set  forth,  and  to  any 
appropriate  modifications  thereof. 

The  following  amendments  of  the 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  order 
have  been  proposed  by  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Committee,  the  administrative 
agency  established  pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order: 

1.  Amend  §  909.4  Grapefruit  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  909.4  Grapefruit. 

“Grapefruit”  means  all  varieties  of 
Citrus  paradisi,  MacFadyen,  grown  in 
the  production  area. 

2.  Add  a  new  §  909.4a  as  follows: 

§  909.4a  Production  area. 

“Production  area”  means  the  State  of 
Arizona;  Imperial  County,  Calif.;  and 
the  described  portions  of  the  following 
counties  of  the  State  of  California:  That 
part  of  San  Bernardino  County  situated 
east  of  a  line  drawn  due  north  and  south 
through  Rice,  that  part  of  Riverside 
County  situated  east  of  a  line  drawn  due 


north  and  south  through  the  Post  Office 
in  White  Water  and  that  part  of  San 
Diego  County  situated  east  of  a  line 
drawn  due  north  and  south  through  the 
Post  Office  in  Julian. 

3.  Amend  §  909.5  District  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  909.5  Districts  uud  subdistrirts. 

The  production  area  shall  be  divided 
into  districts  and  subdistricts  as  defined 
below: 

(a)  “Arizona  District”  means  the  total 
area  defined  within  the  following  sub¬ 
districts: 

(1)  “Yuma  Subdistrict”  means  that 
part  of  the  State  of  Arizona  situated 
within  Yuma  County  and  that  part  of 
Imperial  County,  Calif.,  situated  east  of  a 
line  drawn  due  north  and  south  through 
the  Post  Office  in  Winterhaven,  Calif. 

(2)  “Phoenix  Subdistrict”  means  that 
part  of  the  State  of  Arizona  outside  of 
Yuma  County. 

(b)  “California  District”  means  that 
part  of  the  production  area  in  California 
not  included  under  Yuma  Subdistrict. 

4.  Amend  §  909.8  Handle  by  adding 
thereto  the  following  sentence: 

§  909.8  Handle. 

*  *  *  The  term  “handle”  shall  not  in¬ 
clude  the  transportation  of  grapefruit 
from  the  point  of  production  to  a  pack¬ 
inghouse  within  the  production  area  for 
preparation  for  market. 

§  909.9  [Amended] 

5.  In  §  909.9  Carton  delete  “828.23” 
and  insert  “43615”  in  lieu  thereof. 

6.  Amend  §  909.10  Fiscal  period  to  read 
as  follows : 

§909.10  Fiscal  period. 

“Fiscal  period”  means  the  period  from 
September  1  of  any  year  to  August  31  of 
the  following  year. 

7.  Amend  §  909.20  Establishment  and 
membership  to  read  as  follows: 

§  909.20  Establishment  and  member¬ 
ship. 

(a)  An  Administrative  Committee 
composed  of  ten  members  is  hereby  es¬ 
tablished.  For  each  member  there  shall 
be  an  alternate  number  and  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  part  applicable  to  qualifi¬ 
cation,  number,  affiliation,  nomination 
and  selection  of  members  shall  also  apply 
to  the  qualification,  number,  affiliation, 
nomination  and  selection  of  alternate 
members:  Provided,  That  the  alternate 
member  specified  in  paragraph  (c)  of 
this  section  need  not  be  of  the  same 
group  affiliation  as  the  member.  Each 
member  and  alternate  member  shall  be  a 
producer  in  the  district  being  repre¬ 
sented  on  the  committee. 

(b)  The  term  of  office  of  members  and 
alternate  members  shall  be  one  fiscal 


period:  Provided,  That  an  incumbent 
member  or  alternate  member,  as  applica¬ 
ble,  shall  continue  to  serve  as  such  until 
his  successor  is  selected  and  has  qualified. 

(c)  The  California  District  shall  be 
represented  on  the  committee  by  five 
members.  Two  members  shall  be  affili¬ 
ated  with  a  cooperative  marketing  or¬ 
ganization,  two  members  shall  not  be 
so  affiliated,  and  one  member  shall  be 
affiliated  with  the  group  whose  produc¬ 
ers,  during  the  fiscal  period  preceding 
the  one  in  which  nominations  for  mem¬ 
bers  and  alternate  members  are  made, 
produced  more  than  50  percent  of  the 
total  production  of  grapefruit  produced 
by  all  producers  in  that  district:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  alternate  member  for 
such  member  shall  be  a  producer  in  the 
California  District  outside  that  portion  of 
Riverside  County  which  is  situated  east 
of  a  line  drawn  due  north  and  south 
through  the  Post  Office  in  White  Water 
and  west  of  a  line  drawn  due  north  and 
south  through  Shavers  Summit:  And 
provided  further.  That  such  alternate 
member  need  not  be  of  the  same  group 
affiliation  as  the  member. 

(d>  The  Arizona  District  shall  be  rep¬ 
resented  on  the  committee  by  five  mem¬ 
bers  determined  as  follows: 

( 1 )  Except  as  otherwise  provided,  each 
subdistrict  shall  be  represented  by  two 
members  who  are  producers  in  the  sub¬ 
district  being  represented :  Provided, 
That  the  subdistrict  whose  producers, 
during  the  fiscal  period  preceding  the 
one  in  which  nominations  for  members 
and  alternate  members  are  made,  pro¬ 
duced  more  than  50  percent  of  the  total 
production  of  grapefruit  in  the  Arizona 
District  shall  be  represented  by  three 
members:  And  provided  further,  That 
in  the  event  the  production  in  any  such 
subdistrict  during  such  fiscal  period  is 
less  than  for  the  preceding  fiscal  period 
by  25  percent  or  more,  the  average  pro¬ 
duction  during  the  three  fiscal  periods 
preceding  the  one  in  which  such  nomina¬ 
tions  are  made  shall  be  used. 

(2)  One  member  in  each  subdistrict 
shall  be  affiliated  with  a  cooperative 
marketing  organization  and  one  member 
shall  not  be  so  affiliated.  Whenever  a 
subdistrict  is  represented  by  three  mem¬ 
bers,  two  such  members  shall  in  even- 
numberd  years  be  affiliated  with  a  co¬ 
operative  marketing  organization  and 
in  odd-numbered  years  not  to  be  so 
affiliated. 

(e)  Annually,  prior  to  nomination 
meetings,  reapportionment  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  will  be  effected  as  specified  in 
the  provisions  of  this  section. 

8.  Amend  §  909.21  Nomination  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  909.21  Nomination. 

(a)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  to  be 
held  each  year  a  meeting  or  meetings  of 
producers  in  the  California  District  and 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  35,  NO.  12— SATURDAY,  JANUARY  17,  1970 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


629 


in  the  Yuma  Subdistrict  and  the  Phoenix 
Subdistrict  for  the  purpose  of  making 
nominations  for  members  and  alter¬ 
nate  members  of  the  Administrative 
Committee. 

(b)  Not  more  than  one  nominee  for 
member  and  not  more  than  one  nominee 
for  alternate  member  from  each  district 
or  subdistrict  may  be  affiliated  with  the 
same  packinghouse. 

(c)  Only  producers  affiliated  with  co¬ 
operative  marketing  organizations  may 
elect  nominees  affiliated  with  such  or¬ 
ganizations;  and  only  producers  not  af¬ 
filiated  with  cooperative  marketing  or¬ 
ganizations  may  elect  nominees  not  so 
affiliated.  In  the  event  some  of  a  pro¬ 
ducer’s  grapefruit  is  handled  through  a 
cooperative  marketing  organization  and 
some  is  handled  through  an  organization 
that  is  not  a  cooperative  marketing  or¬ 
ganization,  such  producer  shall  be  eligi¬ 
ble  to  participate  in  only  the  catego^ 
(i.e.,  as  affiliated  with  or  not  affiliated 
with  a  cooperative  marketing  organiza¬ 
tion)  where  the  major  volume  of  his 
fruit  is  handled.  At  least  one  nominee 
shall  be  elected  for  each  member  and 
alternate  member  position  to  be  filled.  If 
nominations  are  not  made  by  a  particu¬ 
lar  category  of  producers,  as  provided  in 
this  section,  producers  present  at  the 
nomination  meeting,  regardless  of  affilia¬ 
tion,  may  elect  nominees  for  all  the  posi¬ 
tions  to  be  filled  and,  in  such  event,  any 
limitations  as  to  affiliation  of  the  nomi¬ 
nees  shall  not  apply. 

(d)  In  the  event  that  a  producer  pro¬ 
duces  grapefruit  in  more  than  one  dis¬ 
trict  or  subdistrict,  such  producer  may 
participate  in  only  one  district  or  sub¬ 
district  nomination  meeting.  Each  pro¬ 
ducer  shall  be  entitled  to  cast  only  one 
vote  for  each  of  the  nominees  from  the 
district  or  subdistrict;  and  each  vote 
shall  be  cast  on  behalf  of  himself,  his 
agents,  partners,  subsidiaries,  affiliates 
and  representatives. 

(e)  Nominations  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  Secretary  on  or  before  July  1  of  each 
year. 

9.  Revise  §  909.22  Selection  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  909.22  Selection. 

From  the  nominations  made  pursuant 
to  §  909.21,  or  from  other  qualified  pro¬ 
ducers,  the  Secretary  shall  select  the 
members  and  alternate  members  from 
each  district.  In  the  event  nominations 
are  not  made  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  §  909.21,  the  Secretary  may 
select  the  members  and  alternate  mem¬ 
bers  without  regard  to  their  affiliation. 

10.  Revise  §  909.25  Alternate  members 
to  read  as  follows : 

§  909.25  Alternate  members. 

An  alternate  member  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Committee  shall  act  in  the  place 
and  stead  of  the  member  for  whom  he 
is  an  alternate  during  such  member’s  ab¬ 
sence.  In  the  event  of  the  death,  re¬ 


moval,  resignation,  or  disqualification  of 
a  member,  his  alternate  shall  act  for  him 
until  a  successor  is  selected  and  has 
qualified.  If  both  a  member  and  his  al¬ 
ternate  are  absent  from  an  assembled 
committee  meeting,  the  Administrative 
Committee  may  designate  an  alternate 
member  who  is  present  at  the  meeting 
and  is  not  acting  as  a  member,  to  act  in 
the  place  and  stead  of  the  absent  mem¬ 
ber  and  alternate:  Provided,  That  the 
alternate  member  so  designated  is  from 
the  same  district  and,  to  the  extent  pos¬ 
sible  is  of  the  same  affiliation  as  the 
absent  member. 

11.  Revise  §  909.29  Compensation  and 
expenses  to  read  as  follows: 

§  909.29  Compensation  and  expenses. 

The  members  of  the  Administrative 
Committee,  and  alternates  when  acting 
as  members,  shall  serve  without  compen¬ 
sation;  but  they  may  be  reimbursed  for 
reasonable  expenses  necessarily  incurred 
by  them  in  the  performance  of  their  du¬ 
ties  and  in  the  exercise  of  their  powers 
under  this  subpart.  An  alternate  mem¬ 
ber  may  be  reimbursed  for  reasonable 
expenses  necessarily  incurred  by  him  in 
attending  committee  meetings,  notwith¬ 
standing  that  the  committee  member  for 
whom  he  serves  as  alternate  also  attends 
such  meetings. 

12.  Revise  §  909.31  Procedure  by 
amending  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  to 
read  as  follows : 

§  909.31  Procedure. 

(a)  Seven  members  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Committee  shall  be  necessary  to 
constitute  a  quorum  of  the  committee. 

(b)  For  any  decision  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Committee  to  be  valid,  at  least 
seven  members  must  cast  a  concurring 
vote.  At  all  assembled  meetings,  each 
vote  must  be  cast  in  person. 

*  *  *  *  * 

13.  Revise  §  909.40  Expenses  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  909.40  Expenses. 

The  Administrative  Committee  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  incur  such  expenses,  includ¬ 
ing  inspection  expenses,  as  the  Secretary 
finds  are  reasonable  and  likely  to  be  in¬ 
curred  to  carry  out  the  functions  of  the 
committee  under  this  subpart  during 
each  fiscal  period.  The  funds  to  cover 
such  expenses  shall  be  acquired  by  the 
levying  of  assessments  upon  handlers,  as 
provided  in  §  909.41. 

14.  Revise  §  909.41  Assessments  by  re¬ 
designating  paragraph  (c)  as  paragraph 
(d)  and  adding  a  new  paragraph  (c) 
reading  as  follows: 

§  909.41  Assessments. 

*  *  *  *  *  * 

(c)  Notwithstanding  the  requirement 
that  credits  and  refunds  shall  be  deferred 
as  provided  in  §  909.42(b),  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Committee  may,  with  approval  of 


the  Secretary,  credit  each  handler  en¬ 
titled  to  a  refund  with  such  refund 
against  his  operations. 

*  *  *  *  * 

15.  Revise  §  909.42  Accounting  by 
amending  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  909.42  Accounting. 

***** 

(b)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Committee  may,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary,  establish  an 
operating  reserve  from  funds  remaining 
at  the  end  of  a  fiscal  period,  which  are  in 
excess  of  expenses  incurred  dining  such 
period.  Such  operating  reserve  shall  be 
accumulated  over  such  period  of  time  as 
the  committee  determines  is  fair  and  eq¬ 
uitable  to  all  handlers  and  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  an  amount  approximating  the 
preceding  year’s  budget  exclusive  of  in¬ 
spection  expenses.  The  reserve  shall  be 
managed  as  a  revolving  fund,  and  the 
credits  and  refunds  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section  deferred  until 
such  time  as  the  reserve  reaches  the 
amount  prescribed  by  the  committee: 
Provided,  That  pursuant  to  §  909.41(c), 
funds  in  such  reserve  shall  be  available 
to  be  applied  as  credits  against  handlers’ 
assessments. 

*  *  *  ♦  * 

16.  Revise  §  909.50  Marketing  zones  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  909.56  Marketing  zones. 

(a)  Zone  1:  The  States  of  California 
and  Arizona. 

<b)  Zone  2:  The  State  of  Florida. 

(c)  Zone  3:  The  State  of  Texas. 

( d)  Zone  4 :  The  States  of  Washington, 
Oregon,  Montana,  Idaho,  Wyoming,  Ne¬ 
vada,  and  Utah. 

(e)  Zone  5:  The  States  not  enumer¬ 
ated  in  Zones  1,  2,  3,  4,  and  6. 

tf)  Zone  6:  All  export  markets  and 
States  of  Hawaii  and  Alaska. 

The  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Con¬ 
sumer  and  Marketing  Service,  has  pro¬ 
posed  that  consideration  be  given  to 
making  such  other  changes  in  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  as  may  be 
necessary  to  make  the  entire  marketing 
agreement  and  order  conform  with  any 
amendments  thereto  that  may  result 
from  this  hearing. 

Copies  of  this  notice  of  hearing  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Consumer  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  or  from 
Warren  C.  Noland,  Los  Angeles  Market¬ 
ing  Field  Office,  312  North  Spring  Street, 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90012. 

Dated:  January  14,  1970. 

John  C.  Blum, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Regulatory  Programs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-624;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:46  a.m.j 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 


Public  Health  Service 
[  42  CFR  Part  81  1 

METROPOLITAN  MEMPHIS  INTER¬ 
STATE  AIR  QUALITY  CONTROL 
REGION 


or  described  area  (including  the  terri¬ 
torial  area  of  all  municipalities  (as  de¬ 
fined  in  section  302(f)  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  42  U.S.C.  1857h(f) )  geographically 
located  within  the  outermost  boundaries 
of  the  area  so  delimited) : 


In  the  State  of  Arkansas:  Crittenden 
County. 

In  the  State  of  Mississippi:  De  Soto 
County. 

In  the  State  of  Tennessee 


Proposed  Designation;  Notice  of 
Consultation 


Pursuant  to  authority  delegated  by  the 
Secretary  and  redelegated  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  the  National  Air  Pollution 
Control  Administration  (33  F.R.  9909), 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  proposal  to 
designate  the  Metropolitan  Memphis  In¬ 
terstate  Air  Quality  Control  Region 
(Arkansas-Mississippi-Tennessee)  as  set 
forth  in  the  following  new  §  81.44  which 
would  be  added  to  Part  81  of  Title  42, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  It  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  make  such  designation  effective 
upon  republication. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments  in  triplicate 
to  the  Office  of  the  Commissioner,  Na¬ 
tional  Air  Pollution  Control  Administra¬ 
tion,  Ballston  Center  Tower  II,  Room 
905,  801  North  Randolph  Street, 

Arlington,  Va.  22203.  All  relevant  ma¬ 
terial  received  not  later  than  30  days 
after  the  publication  of  this  notice  will 
be  considered. 

Interested  authorities  of  the  States  of 
Arkansas,  Mississippi,  and  Tennessee 
and  appropriate  local  authorities,  both 
within  and  without  the  proposed  region, 
who  are  affected  by  or  interested  in  the 
proposed  designation,  are  hereby  given 
notice  of  an  opportunity  to  consult  with 
representatives  of  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerning  such  designation.  Such  consul¬ 
tation  will  take  place  at  10  a.m.,  Jan¬ 
uary  28,  1970,  in  Room  936,  Federal 
Office  Building,  167  North  Main  Street, 
Memphis,  Tenn.  38103. 

Mr.  Doyle  J.  Borchers  is  hereby  desig¬ 
nated  as  Chairman  for  the  consultation. 
The  Chairman  shall  fix  the  time,  date, 
and  place  of  later  sessions  and  may  con¬ 
vene,  reconvene,  recess,  and  adjourn  the 
sessions  as  he  deems  appropriate  to  ex¬ 
pedite  the  proceedings. 

State  and  local  authorities  wishing  to 
participate  in  the  consultation  should 
notify  the  Office  of  the  Commissioner, 
National  Air  Pollution  Control  Admin¬ 
istration,  Ballston  Center  Tower  II, 
Room  905,  801  North  Randolph  Street, 
Arlington,  Va.  22203,  of  such  intention 
at  least  1  week  prior  to  the  consultation. 
A  report  prepared  for  the  consultation 
is  available  upon  request  to  the  Office  of 
the  Commissioner. 

In  Part  81  a  new  §  81.44  is  proposed  to 
be  added  to  read  as  follows: 


Shelby  County. 

This  action  is  proposed  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  sections  107(a)  and  301(a)  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act,  section  2,  Public  Law 
90-148,  81  Stat.  490,  504,  42  U.S.C.  1857c- 
2(a),  1857g(a) . 


This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  sections  313(a) ,  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and  1423)  and 
of  section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  to  amend  §  39.13  of  Part  39 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by 
adding  the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 


Avions  Marcel  Dassault/SUD-Aviation.  Ap¬ 
plies  to  all  series  Fan  Jet  Falcon  air¬ 
planes  with  Microturbo  Saphir  I  and  II 
APU’s  installed. 


Dated:  January  9,  1970. 


•  John  T.  Middleton, 
Commissioner,  National  Air 
Pollution  Control  Administration. 


[F.R.  Doc. 


70-552;  Filed, 
8:45  a.m.) 


Jan.  16,  1970; 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 


Compliance  is  required  within  the  next 
75  hours  of  APU  operation,  unless  already 
accomplished. 

To  prevent  a  fire  hazard  due  to  continued 
operation  of  the  APU  oil  pump  motor  after 
APU  shutdown,  replace  Equipment  Construc¬ 
tion  Electrique  (ECE)  relay  P/N  1475-7  with 
ECE  Contactor  P/N  100CC01-A  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Microturbo  Saphir  I  Service  Bul¬ 
letin  49.10.39  dated  September  30,  1969,  or 
Microturbo  Saphir  II  Service  Bulletin 
49.11.08,  Revision  No.  1,  dated  September  30, 
1969,  as  applicable,  or  later  SGAC-approved 
issues  or  FAA-approved  equivalents. 


[  14  CFR  Part  39  ] 

[Docket  No.  10062] 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVE 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  9, 1970. 

R.  S.  Sliff, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-634;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:47  a.m.[ 


§  81.44  Metropolitan  Memphis  Inter¬ 
state  Air  Quality  Control  Region. 


The  Metropolitan  Memphis  Interstate 
Air  Quality  Control  Region  (Arkansas- 
Mississippi-Tennessee)  consists  of  the 
territorial  area  encompassed  by  the 
boundaries  of  the  following  jurisdictions 


Avions  Marcel  Dassault/Sud-Aviation 
Fan  Jet  Falcon  Airplanes 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  adding 
an  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  con¬ 
cerning  the  Microturbo  Saphir  I  and  II 
APU’s  installed  on  Avions  Marcel  Das- 
sault/SUD- Aviation  Fan  Jet  Falcon  Air¬ 
planes.  There  have  been  reports  of  stick¬ 
ing  of  the  P/N  1475-7  relay  causing  con¬ 
tinued  operation  of  the  oil  pump  after 
shutdown  of  the  APU  on  these  airplanes. 
This  condition  could  lead  to  a  fire  within 
the  APU.  Since  this  condition  is  likely  to 
exist  or  develop  in  other  airplanes  of  the 
same  type  design,  the  proposed  air¬ 
worthiness  directive  would  require  re¬ 
placement  of  the  existing  P/N  1475-7 
relay  with  a  contactor  on  the  Micro¬ 
turbo  Saphir  I  and  II  APU’s. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
regulatory  docket  or  notice  number  and 
be  submitted  in  duplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  GC-24,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
February  16,  1970,  will  be  considered  by 
the  Administrator  before  taking  action 
on  the  proposed  rule.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  69-EA-158] 

TRANSITION  AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  §  71.181  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so 
as  to  alter  the  Hopewell,  Va.,  transition 
area  (35  F.R.  2134). 

A  revision  of  the  VOR  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  procedure  for  Hopewell  Airport, 
Hopewell,  Va.,  will  require  alteration  of 
the  transition  area  to  provide  airspace 
protection  for  aircraft  executing  the  pro¬ 
cedure,  including  a  change  in  the  transi¬ 
tion  area  designation  from  part  time  to 
full  time. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Eastern  Region, 
Attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Department  of  Transportation,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  John  F.  Kennedy  International  Air¬ 
port,  Jamaica,  N.Y.  11430.  All  commu¬ 
nications  received  within  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
of  the  proposed  amendment.  No  hearing 
is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  may  be  made  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  officials  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Standards  Branch, 
Eastern  Region.  Any  data  or  views  pre¬ 
sented  during  such  conferences  must  also 
be  submitted  in  writing  in  accordance 
with  this  notice  in  order  to  become  part 
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of  the  record  for  consideration,  t  The  with  Federal  Aviation  Administration  of-  made  by  contacting  the  Regional  Air 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may  ficials  by  contacting  the  Chief,  Airspace  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data,  views, 
be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments  and  Standards  Branch,  Eastern  Region,  or  arguments  presented  during  such  con- 
received.  Any  data  or  views  presented  during  such  ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ- 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for  conferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
Office  of  Regional  Counsel,  Federal  Avia-  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for  consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
tion  Administration,  Federal  Building,  consideration.  The  proposal  contained  in  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 


John  F.  Kennedy  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  N.Y. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
having  completed  a  review  of  the  air¬ 
space  requirements  for  the  terminal  area 
of  Hopewell,  Va.,  proposes  the  airspace 
action  hereinafter  set  forth : 

Amend  §71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  delete 
the  description  of  the  Hopewell,  Va., 
transition  area  in  its  entirety  and  insert 
the  following  in  lieu  thereof : 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  the  center,  37°18'20”  N„  77°13'10"  W.,  of 
Hopewell  Airport  and  within  1.5  miles  each 
side  of  the  Hopewell  VORTAC  253°  radial 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  area  to 
the  VORTAC  excluding  the  portion  that 
coincides  with  the  Richmond,  Va.,  transition 
area. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) . 
and  section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1969. 

George  M.  Gary, 
Director,  Eastern  Region. 

[P.R.  Doc.  70-650;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:48  a.m.] 

I  14  CFR  Part  71  1 
[Airspace  Docket  No.  69-EA-159] 

TRANSITION  AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  §  71.181  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so 
as  to  alter  the  Franklin,  Va.,  transition 
area  (35  F.R.  2134) . 

The  U.S.  Standard  for  Terminal  Instru¬ 
ment  Approach  Procedures  became  effec¬ 
tive  November  18,  1967,  and  changed  the 
criteria  for  the  establishment  of  instru¬ 
ment  approach  procedures.  This  criteria 
requires  the  alteration  of  the  transition 
area  to  provide  airspace  protection  for 
aircraft  executing  the  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  procedures. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Eastern  Region, 
Attention;  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Department  of  Transportation,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  John  F.  Kennedy  International  Air¬ 
port,  Jamaica,  N.Y.  11430.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  within  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  No  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrangements 
may  be  made  for  informal  conferences 


this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Office  of  Regional  Counsel,  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Administration,  Federal  Building, 
John  F.  Kennedy  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  N.Y. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
having  completed  a  review  of  the  airspace 
requirements  for  the  terminal  area  of 
Franklin,  Va.,  proposes  the  airspace 
action  hereinafter  set  forth; 

Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  delete 
the  description  of  the  Franklin,  Va., 
transition  area  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof ; 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.5-mile 
radius  of  the  center,  36°41’50"  N.,  76°54'15" 

W.  of  John  Beverly  Rose  Field-Franklin 
Municipal  Airport;  and  within  3.5  miles  each 
side  of  the  083°  bearing  from  36°42’07"  N„ 
76°53'20"  W.,  extending  from  this  point  to 
11.5  miles  east. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749 ;  49  U.S.C.  1348) , 
and  section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1969. 

George  M.  Gary, 
Director,  Eastern  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-651;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:48  a.m.] 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[  Airspace  Docket  No.  69-WE-89 ] 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
which  would  alter  the  description  of  the 
Burley,  Idaho,  control  zone  and  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule-making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Program  Standards 
Branch,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  5651  West  Manchester  Avenue,  Post 
Office  Box  92007,  Worldway  Postal  Cen¬ 
ter,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90009.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  within  30  days  af¬ 
ter  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  will  be  considered  before 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  No  public  hearing  is  contemplated 
at  this  time,  but  arrangements  for  in¬ 
formal  conferences  with  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  officials  may  be 


light  of  comments  received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  5651  West 
Manchester  Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

The  prescribed  instrument  procedures 
for  Burley  Municipal  Airport  have  been 
revised  to  comply  with  the  criteria  con¬ 
tained  in  the  U.S.  Standard  for  Ter¬ 
minal  Instrument  Procedures  (TERPS). 
The  primary  changes  consist  of  redesig¬ 
nation  of  the  control  zone  description 
and  the  700-foot  transition  area  and  a 
small  addition  to  the  1,200-foot  transi¬ 
tion  area.  These  proposed  changes  are 
required  to  provide  controlled  airspace 
protection  for  aircraft  executing  instru¬ 
ment  procedures  in  and  out  of  the  Burley 
Municipal  Airport. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
FAA  proposes  the  following  airspace 
action; 

In  §  71.171  (35  F.R.  2054)  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  Burley,  Idaho,  control  zone  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows ; 

Burley,  Idaho 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Burley  Munici¬ 
pal  Airport  (latitude  42°32'30"  N„  longitude 
113°46'20”  W.);  within  3.5  miles  each  side 
of  the  Burley  VORTAC  121°  radial,  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  17.5  miles 
southeast  of  the  VORTAC;  within  3  miles 
each  side  of  the  Burley  VORTAC  323°  radial, 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  6 
miles  northwest  of  the  VORTAC;  within  3 
miles  each  side  of  the  Burley  VORTAC  301° 
radial,  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
zone  to  8.5  miles  northwest  of  the  VORTAC. 

In  §  71.181  (35  F.R.  2134)  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  Burley  transition  area  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Burley,  Idaho 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  5  miles  each 
side  of  the  Burley  VORTAC  121°  radial  and 
extending  from  5  miles  southeast  to  26.5 
miles  southeast  of  the  VORTAC;  within  4 
miles  each  side  of  the  Burley  VORTAC  290° 
radial  extending  10  miles  west  of  the 
VORTAC;  within  3.5  miles  each  side  of  the 
Burley  VORTAC  323°  radial  extending  7 
miles  northwest  of  the  VORTAC;  and  that 
airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200  feet 
above  the  surface  within  12  miles  north  and 
9  miles  south  of  the  Burley  VORTAC  075° 
and  255°  radials,  extending  from  18  miles 
east  of  the  Burley  VORTAC  to  14-mile  radius 
circle  centered  on  the  Twin  Falls,  Idaho, 
VOR  and  the  038°  radial  from  the  Twin  Falls 
VOR;  that  airspace  southeast  of  Burley 
bounded  on  the  north  by  the  south  edge  of 
V4,  on  the  south  by  the  south  edge  of  V101 
and  on  the  east  by  an  arc  of  a  33.5-mile 
radius  circle  centered  on  the  Burley 
VORTAC. 

These  amendments  are  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended 
v  (49  U.S.C.  1348),  and  of  section  6(c)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(0). 
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Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  De¬ 
cember  31,  1969. 

Lynn  L.  Hink, 

Acting  Director,  Western  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-652;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:48  a.m.j 


[14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  69-CE-101] 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amendments  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  International  Falls, 
Minn.,  control  zone  and  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Central  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Federal  Building, 
601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
64106.  All  communications  received  with¬ 
in  30  days  after  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  before  action  is  taken  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments.  The  proposals  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  General  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590.  An  informal 
docket  also  will  be  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  the  following  airspace 
actions: 

1.  Redesignate  the  International  Falls 
control  zone  within  a  5-mile  radius  of 
Falls  International  Airport  (lat.  48°  33' 
55"  N.,  long.  93°24'05"  W.) ;  within  2*4 
miles  each  side  of  the  International  Falls 
VOR  129°  radial  extending  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  zone  to  7  miles  southeast  of 
the  VOR;  and  within  2*4  miles  each  side 
of  the  International  Falls  VOR  320°  ra¬ 
dial,  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
zone  to  7  miles  northwest  of  the  VOR, 
excluding  the  portion  outside  the  United 
States. 

2.  Redesignate  the  International  Falls 
transition  area  as  that  airspace  extend¬ 
ing  upward  from  700  feet  above  the  sur¬ 
face  within  4  *4  miles  northeast  and  9*4 
miles  southwest  of  the  International 
Falls  VOR  140°  and  320°  radials,  extend¬ 
ing  from  6  miles  southeast  to  18*4  miles 
northwest  of  the  VOR'  and  within  4*4 
miles  southwest  and  9*4  miles  northeast 
of  the  International  Falls  VOR  129°  and 
309°  radials,  extending  from  6  miles 
northwest  to  18*4  miles  southeast  of  the 
VOR;  and  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface 
within  a  13-mile  radius  of  the  Inter¬ 


national  Falls  VOR,  excluding  the  por¬ 
tions  outside  the  United  States. 

These  proposed  airspace  actions  would 
provide  controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
conducting  revised  instrument  approach 
procedures  into  the  Falls  International 
Airport  utilizing  the  International  Falls 
VORTAC. 

These  amendments  are  proposed  un¬ 
der  the  authority  of  section  307(a)  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1348)  and  section  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)). 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  5,  1970. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-653;  Filed,  Jan.  16, 

8:48  a.m.] 


1970; 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  69-SO-164] 

CONTROL  ZONES  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  Fayetteville,  N.C.,  and 
Simmons  AAF,  N.C.,  control  zones  and 
the  Fayetteville,  N.C.,  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Southern  Re¬ 
gion,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Post  Office  Box 
20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  within  thirty  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
officials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  Branch.  Any  data,  views, 
or  arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  South¬ 
ern  Region,  Room  724,  3400  Whipple 
Street,  East  Point,  Ga. 

The  Fayetteville  control  zone  described 
in  §  71.171  (35  F.R.  2054)  would  be  re¬ 
designated  as: 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Fayetteville 
Municipal  Airport  (Grannis  Field)  (lat.  34“ 
59’25"  N.,  long.  78°52'50"  W.);  within  3 
miles  each  side  of  Fayetteville  VOR  233° 
radial,  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
zone  to  8.5  miles  southwest  of  the  VOR. 

The  Simmons  AAF  control  zone  de¬ 
scribed  in  §  71.171  (35  F.R.  2054)  would 
be  redesignated  as: 


Within  a  5 -mile  radius  of  Simmons  AAF 
(lat.  35°07'55"  N„  long.  78°57'05"  W.); 
within  3  miles  each  side  of  Simmons  VCXR 
085°  radial,  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
zone  to  8.5  miles  east  of  the  VOR;  excluding 
the  portion  northwest  of  a  line  extending 
from  lat.  35°11’15"  N„  long.  78°56’05”  W 
to  lat.  35°05'55"  N„  long  79°00'05"  W. 

The  Fayetteville  transition  area  de¬ 
scribed  in  §  71.181  (35  F.R.  2134)  would 
be  redesignated  as: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8.5-mile 
radius  of  Fayetteville  Municipal  Airport 
(Grannis  Field)  (lat.  34°59’25"  N„  long. 
78°52'50''  W.) ;  within  a  10-mile  radius  of 
Pope  AFB  (lat.  35°10’15"  N.,  long.  79°00'55” 
W.);  within  9.5  miles  northwest  and  4.5 
miles  southeast  of  Pope  AFB  ILS  localizer 
northeast  course,  extending  from  the  10-mlle 
radius  area  to  18.5  miles  northeast  of  the 
LOM;  excluding  the  portion  within  R-5311. 

The  application  of  Terminal  Instru¬ 
ment  Procedures  (TERPs)  and  current 
airspace  criteria  to  Fayetteville  and  Sim¬ 
mons  AAF  terminal  areas  requires  the 
following  actions: 

Control  zones — 1.  Fayetteville.  In¬ 
crease  the  extension  predicated  on  the 
VOR  233°  radial  2  miles  in  width  and 
0.5  mile  in  length. 

2.  Simmons  AAF.  Increase  the  exten¬ 
sion  predicated  on  the  VOR  085°  radial 
2  miles  in  width  and  0.5  mile  in  length. 

Transition  area.  1.  Increase  the  basic 
radius  circle  predicated  on  Fayetteville 
Municipal  Airport  (Grannis  Field)  from 
8  to  8.5  miles. 

2.  Increase  the  extension  predicated 
on  Pope  AFB  ILS  localizer  northeast 
course  to  14  miles  in  width  and  to  18.5 
miles  in  length. 

3.  Revoke  the  extension  predicated  on 
the  266°  bearing  from  Simmons  AAF 
RBN. 

The  proposed  alterations  are  required 
to  provide  controlled  airspace  protection 
for  IFR  operations  in  climb  to  1,200  feet 
above  the  surface  and  in  descent  from 
1,500  feet  above  the  surface. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348(a))  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)). 


Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  January  5, 
1970. 

James  G.  Rogers, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-664;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:49  a.m.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  69-SO-57] 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREAS 

Supplemental  Notice  of  Proposed 
Alteration  and  Revocation 

In  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
December  19,  1969  (34  F.R.  19912) ,  it  was 
stated  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration  proposed  to  alter  the  Nashville, 
Tenn.,  control  zone  and  transition  area. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  35,  NO.  12— SATURDAY,  JANUARY  17,  1970 
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Subsequent  to  publication  of  the  ti 
notice,  AL-282  LOC  (BC)  RWY  20R  w 
Instrument  Approach  Procedure  was  re-  lc 
vised,  thereby  requiring  additional  con-  °( 
trolled  airspace  protection.  Additionally,  e. 
current  criteria  requires  that  Cornelia  ii 
Port  Airpark  be  contained  within  the  fi 
Nashville  control  zone  since  it  is  located  » 
within  the  primary  obstruction  clear¬ 
ance  area  associated  with  the  localizer  ^ 
back  course  approach  to  Nashville  v 
Metropolitan  Airport.  '  v 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  is  considering  an  amend-  r 
ment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  a 
Regulations  that  would  alter  the  Nash-  g 
ville  control  zone  and  transition  area  and  £ 
revoke  the  Gallatin  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such  . 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  £ 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  ( 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Area  j 
Manager,  Memphis  Area  Office,  Air 
Traffic  Branch,  Post  Office  Box  18097,  ( 

Memphis,  Tenn.  38118.  All  communica-  : 
tions  received  within  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
officials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Branch.  Any  data, 
views,  or  arguments  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  South¬ 
ern  Region,  Room  724,  3400  Whipple 
Street,  East  Point,  Ga. 

The  Nashville  control  zone  described 
in  §  71.171  (35  F.R.  2054)  would  be  re¬ 
designated  as: 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Nashville  Metro¬ 
politan  Airport  (lat.  36°07'36”  N.,  long.  86° 
40'58”  W.) ;  within  3  miles  each  side  of  Nash¬ 
ville  ILS  localizer  north  course,  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  8.5  miles  north 
of  Nashville  VORTAC  344°  radial;  within  1.5 
miles  each  side  of  Nashville  ILS  localizer 
south  course,  extending  from  the  5-mile 
radius  zone  to  the  LOM;  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  Nashville  VORTAC  315°  radial,  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  the 
VORTAC. 

The  Nashville  transition  area  described 
in  §  71.181  (35  'F.R.  2134)  would  be  re¬ 
designated  as: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  14-mile 
radius  of  Nashville  Metropolitan  Airport 
(lat.  36°07'36"  N„  long.  86°40'58"  W.) ;  with¬ 
in  9.5  miles  east  and  4.5  miles  west  of  Nash¬ 
ville  ILS  localizer  north  course,  extending 
from  the  14-mile  radius  area  to  18.5  miles 
north  of  Nashville  VORTAC  344°  radial; 
within  9.5  miles  northeast  and  4.5  miles 
southwest  of  Nashville  VORTAC  115°  radial, 
extending  from  the  14-mile  radius  area  to 

18.5  miles  southeast  of  the  VORTAC;  within 

9.5  miles  east  and  4.5  miles  west  of  Nashville 
ILS  localizer  south  course,  extending  from 
the  14-mile  radius  area  to  18.5  miles  south  of 


the  LOM;  within  an  8-mile  radius  of  Gallatin 
Municipal  Airport,  Tenn.  (lat.  36°22'45"  N., 
long.  86°24'30”  W.);  within  a  12-mile  radius 
of  Sewart  Air  Force  Base  (lat.  36°00'  27”  N., 
long.  86°31'21”  W.);  within  8  miles  north¬ 
east  and  5  miles  southwest  of  Sewart  AFB 
ILS  localizer  southeast  course,  extending 
from  the  12-mile  radius  area  to  12  miles 
southeast  of  Sewart  RBN. 

The  Gallatin  transition  area  discribed 
in  §  71.181  (35  F.R.  2134)  would  be  re¬ 
voked  and  incorporated  into  the  Nash¬ 
ville  transition  area. 

The  application  of  Terminal  Instru¬ 
ment  Procedures  (TERPs)  an  current 
airspace  criteria  to  the  Nashville  terminal 
area  complex  requires  the  following 
actions: 

Control  zone.  1.  Reduce  the  extension 
predicated  on  Nashville  ILS  localizer 
south  course  1  mile  in  width. 

2.  Increase  the  extension  predicated 
on  Nashville  ILS  localizer  north  course  2 
miles  in  width  and  3  miles  in  length. 

3.  Designate  an  extension  predicated 
on  Nashville  VORTAC  315°  radial  4  miles 
in  width  and  extending  to  the  VORTAC. 

Transition  area.  1.  Increase  the  Nash¬ 
ville  basic  radius  circle  from  11  to  14 
miles. 

2.  Revoke  the  Gallatin,  Tenn.,  transi¬ 
tion  area  and  incorporate  it  into  the 
Nashville  transition  area. 

3.  Increase  the  extension  predicated  on 
Nashville  ILS  localizer  south  course  to  14 
miles  in  width  and  18.5  miles  in  length. 

4.  Increase  the  extension  predicated  on 
Nashville  ILS  localizer  north  course  to  14 
miles  in  width  and  21.3  miles  in  length. 

5.  Designate  an  extension  predicated 
on  Nashville  VORTAC  115°  radial  14 
miles  in  width  and  18.5  miles  in  length. 

The  proposed  alterations  are  required 
to  provide  controlled  airspace  protection 
for  IFR  operations  in  the  Nashville  ter¬ 
minal  area  complex  in  climb  to  1,200  feet 
above  the  surface  and  in  descent  from 
1,500  feet  above  the  surface. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348 
(a))  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)). 


Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  January  6, 
1970. 

James  G.  Rogers, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-655;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:49  a.m.J 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  69-SO-165] 

CONTROL  ZONES  AND  TRANSITION 
AREAS 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  Greensboro,  N.C.,  and 
Winston-Salem,  N.C.,  control  zones  and 
transition  areas. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 


submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Southern  Re¬ 
gion,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Post  Office  Box 
20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  within  30  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
officials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  Branch.  Any  data,  views, 
or  arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  South¬ 
ern  Region,  Room  724,  3400  Whipple 
Street,  East  Point,  Ga. 

The  Greensboro  control  zone  described 
in  §  71.171  (35  F.R.  2054)  would  be  re¬ 
designated  as: 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Greensboro / 
High  Point/Winston-Salem  Regional  Airport 
(lat.  36°05'36”  N„  long.  79°56'34”  W.); 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  Greensboro 
VORTAC  035°  radial,  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  12  miles  northeast  of 
the  VORTAC;  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
Greensboro  ILS  localizer  northwest  course, 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to 
1  mile  southeast  of  the  LOM. 

The  Winston-Salem  control  zone  de¬ 
scribed  in  §  71.171  (35  F.R.  2054)  would 
be  redesignated  as: 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Smith  Reynolds 
Airport  (lat.  36°08'01.3”  N„  long.  80°13'22.1” 
W.);  within  2  miles  each  side  of  Winston- 
Salem  ILS  localizer  southeast  course,  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  5 -mile  radius  zone  to  the  LOM; 
effective  from  0700  to  2300  hours,  local  time 
daily. 

The  Greensboro  transition  area  de¬ 
scribed  in  §  71.181  (35  F.R.  2134)  would 
be  redesignated  as: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8.5-mile 
radius  of  Greensboro/High  Point/Winston- 
Salem  Regional  Airport  (lat.  36°05'36”  N„ 
long.  79°56'34”  W.);  within  3  miles  each 
side  of  Greensboro  VORTAC  035°  radial,  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  8.5-mile  radius  area  to  20 
miles  northeast  of  the  VORTAC;  within  3 
miles  each  side  of  Greensboro  VORTAC  207° 
radial,  extending  from  the  8.5-mile  radius 
area  to  8.5  miles  southwest  of  the  VORTAC; 
within  9.5  miles  southwest  and  4.5  miles 
northeast  of  Greensboro  ILS  localizer  north¬ 
west  course,  extending  from  the  LOM  to 

18.5  miles  northwest. 


The  Winston-Salem  transition  area 
described  in  §  71.181  (35  F.R.  2134) 
would  be  redesignated  as: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8.5-mile 
radius  of  Smith  Reynolds  Airport  (lat.  36°- 
08'01.3”  N„  long.  80°13'22.1”  W.) ;  within  3 
miles  each  side  of  Winston-Salem  ILS  local¬ 
izer  southeast  course,  extending  from  the 
8.5-mile  radius  area  to  8.5  miles  southeast  of 
the  LOM;  excluding  the  portion  that  coin¬ 
cides  with  the  Greensboro  transition  area. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  35,  NO.  12— SATURDAY,  JANUARY  17,  1970 


nunnim*?  uunu 


634 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


The  application  of  Terminal  Instru¬ 
ment  Procedures  (TERPs)  and  current 
airspace  criteria  to  the  Greensboro  and 
Winston-Salem  terminal  areas  requires 
the  following  actions: 

Control  zones — 1.  Greensboro,  a.  Re¬ 
duce  the  extension  predicated  on  the  ILS 
localizer  northwest  course  1  mile  in 
length. 

b.  Designate  an  extension  predicated 
on  Greensboro  VORTAC  035°  radial  4 
miles  in  width  and  12  miles  in  length. 

2.  Winston-Salem.  Designate  an  exten¬ 
sion  predicated  on  the  ILS  localizer 
southeast  course  4  miles  in  width  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  the  LOM. 

Transition  areas— 1.  Greensboro,  a. 
Increase  the  basic  radius  circle  from  8  to 
8.5  miles. 

b.  Increase  the  extension  predicated  on 
Greensboro  VORTAC  035°  radial  2  miles 
in  width  and  4  miles  in  length. 

c.  Increase  the  extension  predicated  on 
Greensboro  VORTAC  207°  radial  1  mile 
in  width  and  0.5  mile  in  length. 

d.  Designate  an  extension  predicated 
on  the  ILS  localizer  northwest  course  14 
miles  in  width  and  18.5  miles  in  length. 

e.  Revoke  the  extension  predicated  on 
Runway  5  extended  centerline. 

2.  Winston-Salem,  a.  Increase  the 
basic  radius  circle  from  8  to  8.5  miles. 

b.  Increase  the  extension  predicated 
on  the  ILS  localizer  southeast  course  2 
miles  in  width  and  0.5  mile  in  length. 

The  proposed  alterations  are  required 
to  provide  controlled  airspace  protection 
for  IFR  operations  in  climb  to  1,200  feet 
above  the  surface  and  in  descent  from 
1,500  feet  above  the  surface. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  i958  (49  U.S.C.  1348 
(a))  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)). 


Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  January  6, 
1970. 


James  G.  Rogers, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-656;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:49  a.m.] 


[14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  69-SO-167] 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  Goldsboro,  N.C.,  control 
zone  and  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Southern  Re¬ 
gion,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Post  Office  Box 
20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  within  30  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 


arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
officials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  Branch.  Any  data,  views, 
or  arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  South¬ 
ern  Region,  Room  724,  3400  Whipple 
Street,  East  Point,  Ga. 

The  Goldsboro  control  zone  described 
in  §  71.171  (35  F.R.  2054)  would  be  re¬ 
designated  as: 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Seymour  Johnson 
AFB  (lat.  35°20'20"  N„  long.  77°57'50''  W.) ; 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  Seymour  Johnson 
TACAN  074°  radial,  extending  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  zone  to  4.5  miles  east  of  the 
TACAN;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  Seymour 
Johnson  TACAN  254°  radial,  extending  from 
the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  8.5  miles  west  of 
the  TACAN;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
ILS  localizer  west  course,  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  1  mile  east  of  the  LOM. 

The  Goldsboro  transition  area  de¬ 
scribed  in  §  71.181  (35  F.R.  2134)  would 
be  redesignated  as: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  9-mile  radius 
of  Seymour  Johnson  AFB  (lat.  35°20'20”  N., 
long.  77°57'50”  W.);  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  Seymour  Johnson  TACAN  074°  radial, 
extending  from  the  9-mile  radius  area  to  8 
miles  east  of  the  TACAN;  within  2.5  miles 
each  side  of  Seymour  Johnson  TACAN  254° 
radial,  extending  from  the  9-mile  radius  area 
to  21  miles  west  of  the  TACAN;  within  3 
miles  each  side  of  the  ILS  localizer  west 
course,  extending  from  the  9-mile  radius  area 
to  8.5  miles  west  of  the  LOM. 

The  application  of  Terminal  Instru¬ 
ment  Procedures  (TERPs)  and  current 
airspace  criteria  to  Goldsboro  terminal 
area  requires  the  following  actions: 

Control  zone.  1.  Reduce  the  extension 
predicated  on  the  ILS  localizer  west 
course  1  mile  in  length. 

2.  Designate  an  extension  predicated 
on  the  TACAN  254°  radial  4  miles  in 
width  and  8.5  miles  in  length. 

3.  Designate  an  extension  predicated 
on  the  TACAN  074°  radial  4  miles  in 
width  and  extending  to  4.5  miles  east 
of  the  TACAN. 

Transition  area.  1.  Increase  the  exten¬ 
sion  predicated  on  the  ILS  localizer  west 
course  2  miles  in  width  and  3.5  miles  in 
length. 

2.  Revoke  the  extension  predicated  on 
the  TACAN  253°  radial. 

3.  Designate  an  extension  predicated 
on  the  TACAN  254°  radial  5  miles  in 
width  and  21  miles  in  length. 

4.  Designate  an  extension  predicated 
on  the  TACAN  074°  radial  4  miles  in 
width  and  8  miles  in  length. 

The  proposed  alterations  are  required 
to  provide  controlled  airspace  protection 
for  IFR  operations  in  the  Goldsboro  ter¬ 
minal  atea  in  climb  to  1,200  feet  above 
the  surface  and  in  descent  from  1,500 
feet  above  the  surface. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 


eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348(a) )  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(0). 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  6,  1970. 

Gordon  A.  Williams,  Jr. 

Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-657;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:49  a.m.] 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  69-WE-91] 

TRANSITION  AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  description  of  the  Brig¬ 
ham  City,  Utah,  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule-making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Program  Standards 
Branch,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  5651  West  Manchester  Avenue, 
Post  Office  Box  92007,  Worldway  Postal 
Center,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90009.  All 
communications  received  within  30  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  will  be  considered  be¬ 
fore  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is  contem¬ 
plated  at  this  time,  but  arrangements  for 
informal  conferences  with  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  officials  may  be 
made  by  contacting  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data,  views, 
or  arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  5651  West 
Manchester  Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 
90045. 

As  a  result  of  a  review  of  airspace  re¬ 
quirements  for  the  Brigham  City,  Utah, 
terminal  area  the  NDB  (ADF)  RWY  34 
instrument  approach  procedure  for  Brig¬ 
ham  City  Airport  has  been  modified  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  U.S.  Stand¬ 
ards  for  Terminal  Instrument  Proced¬ 
ures  (TERPS).  In  addition,  the  inbound 
course  to  the  RBN  from  the  south  has 
been  realigned  to  provide  a  direct  course 
to  the  airport  via  the  RBN.  This  results 
in  the  relocation  of  Perry  Intersection 
approximately  1.5  nautical  miles  to  the 
southeast.  This  has  resulted  in  the  re¬ 
quirement  for  a  small  amount  of  addi¬ 
tional  700-foot  transition  area  to  protect 
aircraft  operating  below  1,500  feet  above 
the  surface.  These  changes  are  reflected 
herein. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
FAA  proposes  the  following  airspace 
action : 
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In  §  71.181  (35  F.R.  2134)  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  Brigham  City,  Utah,  transi¬ 
tion  area  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Brigham  City,  Utah 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  Brigham  City  Airport  (latitude  41°32'30" 
N„  longitude  112°03'30"  W.),  and  within  4.5 
miles  each  side  of  the  205°  T  (188°  M)  bear¬ 
ing  from  the  Brigham  City  RBN  (latitude 
41°30'58"  N„  longitude  112°04'38"  W.)  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mile  radius  area  to  8 
miles  southwest  of  the  RBN. 

These  amendments  are  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended 
(72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348(a)),  and 
of  section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  5,  1970. 

Arvin  O.  Basnight, 
Director,  Western  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-658;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:49  a.m.] 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  69-SO-163] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 


of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  designate  the  Morganton,  N.C., 
transition  area. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Southern  Re¬ 
gion,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Post  Office  Box 
20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  within  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
officials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  Branch.  Any  data,  views, 
or  arguments  presented  during  such 
conferences  must  also  be  submitted  in 
writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  South¬ 
ern  Region,  Room  724,  3400  Whipple 
Street,  East  Point,  Ga. 


The  Morganton  transition  area  would 
be  designated  as: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8-mile  ra¬ 
dius  of  Morganton-Lenoir  Airport;  within  3 
miles  each  side  of  the  226°  bearing  from 
Morganton  RBN  (lat.  35°49'20”  N.,  long. 
81  °36'55”  W.),  extending  from  the  8-mile 
radius  area  to  8.5  miles  south  of  the  RBN; 
excluding  the  portion  that  coincides  with 
Hickory  transition  area. 


The  proposed  designation  is  required 
for  the  protection  of  IFR  operations  in 
climb'from  700  to  1,200  feet  above  the 
surface  and  in  descent  from  1,500  to  1,000 
feet  above  the  surface.  A  prescribed  in¬ 
strument  approach  procedure  to  Mor¬ 
ganton-Lenoir  Airport,  utilizing  the  Mor¬ 
ganton  (private)  nondirectional  radio 
beacon,  is  proposed  in  conjunction  with 
the  designation  of  this  transition  area. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) ) 
and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  January  2, 
1970. 

James  G.  Rogers, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-659;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:49  a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Agency  for  International  Development 

[Delegation  of  Authority  39,  Amdt.  3] 

ASSISTANT  ADMINISTRATOR  FOR 
PRIVATE  RESOURCES  ET  AL. 

Delegation  of  Authority  Relating  to 

Investment  Insurance,  Investment 

Guaranties,  Investment  Encourage¬ 
ment  and  Loans  to  Private  Borrow¬ 
ers 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
section  239(b)  of  the  Foreign  Assistance 
Act  of  1961,  as  amended,  (hereinafter  the 
“Act”),  the  Presidential  Determination, 
dated  December  30,  1969,  section  621  of 
the  Act,  and  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  Delegation  of  Authority  No.  104, 
as  amended,  from  the  Secretary  of  State 
dated  November  3,  1961  (26  F.R.  10608) 
and  in  accordance  with  Executive  Orders 
10900  and  10973,  Delegation  of  Authority 
No.  39  dated  April  13, 1964  (29  F.R.  5355) , 
as  amended,  is  hereby  further  amended 
as  follows: 

1.  Delete  subparagraphs  (A)  and  (B) 
of  paragraph  1  and  substitute  the  follow¬ 
ing  therefor: 

A.  Authority  to  administer  all  obliga¬ 
tions,  assets  and  related  rights  and 
responsibilities  arising  out  of,  or  related 
to,  predecessor  programs  and  authorities 
similar  to  those  provided  for  in  sections 
234(a),  (b),  and  (d)  of  the  Act; 

B.  Authority  to  administer  the  pro¬ 
grams  and  activities  provided  for  in  title 
IV  of  the  Act; 

2.  Delete  paragraph  2  in  its  entirety 
and  substitute  therefor: 

To  the  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Near  East-South  Asia,  the  Assistant  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Latin  America,  the  As¬ 
sistant  Administrator  for  Africa,  the 
Assistant  Administrator  for  Viet  Nam, 
and  the  Assistant  Administrator  for  East 
Asia,  each  for  the  countries  or  areas  for 
which  they  have  responsibility: 

A.  Authority  to  authorize  and  issue 
guaranties  under  section  221  of  the  Act 
for  loan  investments  for  housing  proj¬ 
ects,  and  in  connection  therewith  to  exer¬ 
cise  the  functions  provided  therein  and 
in  635  (i),  and  to  make  the  related  ap¬ 
provals  and  determinations  provided 
therein  and  in  sections  223(a)  and 
223(f). 

B.  Authority  to  administer  all  obliga¬ 
tions,  assets  and  related  rights  and  re¬ 
sponsibilities  arising  out  of,  or  related 
to,  predecessor  programs  and  authori¬ 
ties  similar  to  those  provided  for  in  sec¬ 
tion  221  of  the  Act  and  in  connection 
therewith  to  exercise  the  functions  pro¬ 
vided  in  section  635  (i)  of  the  Act. 

3.  Delete  paragraph  3  and  substitute 
therefor: 

To  the  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Latin  America: 


Notices 


A.  Authority  to  authorize,  issue  arid 
to  take  all  appropriate  action  with  re¬ 
spect  to  (i)  guaranties  for  loan  invest¬ 
ments  for  housing  projects  in  Latin 
America  under  section  222  of  the  Act, 
and  in  connection  therewith  to  exercise 
the  functions  provided  for  therein  and 
in  section  635 (i)  of  the  Act  and  to  make 
the  related  approvals  and  determinations 
provided  therein  and  in  sections  223(a) 
and  223(f)  of  the  Act:  and  (ii)  guaran¬ 
ties  for  investments  in  Latin  America 
in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $10  million 
each  under  section  234(b)  other  than  for 
housing  projects,  and  in  connection 
therewith  to  make  the  related  approvals, 
determinations  and  to  exercise  the  func¬ 
tions  provided  therein  and  in  sections 
237(b),  237(d),  237(f),  237 (i),  and  237 
(k)  of  the  Act. 

B.  Authority  to  administer  all  obliga¬ 
tions,  assets  and  related  rights  and  re¬ 
sponsibilities  arising  out  of,  or  related  to 
predecessor  programs  and  authorities 
similar  to  those  provided  for  in  sections 
222  and  234(b)  of  the  Act,  and  in  connec¬ 
tion  therewith  to  exercise  the  functions 
provided  in  section  635 (i)  of  the  Act. 

4.  In  all  other  respects  the  aforesaid 
Delegation  of  Authority  No.  39,  as 
amended  shall  remain  in  full  force  and 
effect. 

5.  This  delegation  of  authority  shall 
be  deemed  effective  as  of  December  30, 
1969,  and  includes  ratification  of  all  acts 
taken  prior  hereto  which  are  consistent 
with  the  terms  of  scope  of  this  delegation 
of  authority. 

Dated:  January  13,  1970. 

John  A.  Hannah, 
Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-625;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:47  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASDRY 

Internal  Revenue  Service  - 
WALTER  J.  BOHMAN 
Notice  of  Granting  of  Relief 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Walter  J. 
Bohman,  South  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  has  ap¬ 
plied  for  relief  from  disabilities  imposed 
by  Federal  laws  with  respect  to  the  acqui¬ 
sition,  receipt,  transfer,  shipment,  or  pos¬ 
session  of  firearms  incurred  by  reason  of 
his  conviction  on  September  22,  1942,  by 
the  Municipal  Court  in  Milwaukee,  Wis., 
of  a  crime  punishable  by  imprisonment 
for  a  term  exceeding  1  year.  Unless 
relief  is  granted,  it  will  be  unlawful  for 
Walter  J.  Bohman  because  of  such  con¬ 
viction,  to  ship,  transport,  or  receive  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  any  fire¬ 
arm  or  ammunition,  and  he  would  be 
ineligible  for  a  license  under  chapter  44, 
title  18,  United  States  Code  as  a  firearms 
or  ammunition  importer,  manufacturer, 


dealer,  or  collector.  In  addition,  under 
title  VII  of  the  Omnibus  Crime  Control 
and  Safe  Streets  Act  of  1968,  as  amended 
(82  Stat.  236;  18  U.S.C.,  Appendix),  be¬ 
cause  of  such  conviction,  it  would  be  un¬ 
lawful  for  Walter  J.  Bohman  to  receive, 
possess,  or  transport  in  commerce  or  af¬ 
fecting  commerce,  any  firearm. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  I  have  con¬ 
sidered  Walter  J.  Bohman’s  application 
and: 

(1)  I  have  found  that  the  conviction 
was  made  upon  a  charge  which  did  not 
involve  the  use  of  a  firearm  or  other 
weapon  or  a  violation  of  chapter  44,  title 
18,  United  States  Code,  or  of  the  National 
Firearms  Act:  and 

(2)  It  has  been  established  to  my  satis¬ 
faction  that  the  circumstances  regarding 
the  conviction  and  the  applicant’s  record 
and  reputation  are  such  that  the  appli¬ 
cant  will  not  be  likely  to  act  in  a  manner 
dangerous  to  public  safety,  and  that  the 
granting  of  the  relief  would  not  be  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
by  section  925(c),  title  18,  United  States 
Code  and  delegated  to  me  by  26  CFR 
178.144:  It  is  ordered.  That  Walter  J. 
Bohman  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  granted 
relief  from  any  and  all  disabilities  im¬ 
posed  by  Federal  laws  with  respect  to  the 
acquisition,  receipt,  transfer,  shipment, 
or  possession  of  firearms  and  incurred  by 
reason  of  the  conviction  hereinabove 
described. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  12th 
day  of  January  1970. 

[seal]  Randolph  W.  Thrower, 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-667;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:49  a.m.[ 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
CENTRAL  OFFICE  PERSONNEL 
Delegation  of  Authority 

January  12,  1970. 

Section  5.1  of  Part  10  of  the  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs  Manual,  published  in  the 
January  16,  1969,  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register  (34  F.R.  637) ,  is  hereby  revoked 
and  the  following  is  substituted  therefor: 

5.1  Authority'bf  Commissioner’s  Staff. 
The  Associate  Commissioner  for  Support 
Services  and  those  persons  designated  to 
act  in  his  place  during  his  absence,  within 
the  scope  of  his  functional  responsibil¬ 
ities,  may  exercise  any  and  all  authority 
conferred  upon  the  Commissioner  of  In¬ 
dian  Affairs  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior.  The  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Education  and  Programs  and  those  per¬ 
sons  designated  to  act  in  his  place  during 
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jjjs  absence  may  exercise,  within  the 
scope  of  his  functional  responsibilties, 
any  and  all  authority  conferred  upon  the 
Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Louis  R.  Bruce, 
Commissioner. 

ip.R.  Doc.  70-617;  Piled,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:46  a.m.] 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[1-1518,  1-2789] 

IDAHO 

Notice  of  Classification  of  Public  Lands 

for  Multiple-Use  Management  and 

Opening  Order 

January  12,  1970. 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  Act  of  September  19, 
1964  (43  U.S.C.  1411-18),  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  In  43  CFR  Parts  2410  and  2411, 
the  public  lands  described  below  are 
hereby  classified  for  multiple-use  man¬ 
agement.  Publication  of  this  notice  has 
the  effect  of  segregating  the  described 
lands  from  appropriation  only  under  the 
agricultural  land  laws  (43  U.S.C.  Parts  7 
and  9;  25  U.S.C. ,  sec.  334)  and  from  sales 
under  section  2455  of  the  Revised  Stat¬ 
utes  (43  U.S.C.  1171) ;  and  the  lands 
shall  remain  open  to  all  other  applicable 
forms  of  appropriation,  including  the 
mining  and  mineral  leasing  laws. 

2.  No  protests  or  objections  were  re¬ 
ceived  following  posting  and  circulation 
of  a  notice  of  proposed  classification 
dated  January  30, 1969.  Information  con¬ 
cerning  this  classification  is  on  file  and 
can  be  examined  in  the  Idaho  Falls  Dis¬ 
trict  Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Lincoln  Road,  Idaho  Falls,  Idaho 
83401.  The  public  lands  affected  by  this 
classification  are  located  within  the  fol¬ 
lowing-described  areas  in  Butte  County 
and  are  shown  on  maps  on  file  in  the 
District  Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Idaho  Falls,  Idaho  83401,  and  at 
the  Land  Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  Federal  Building,  Boise,  Idaho 
83702: 

Butte  County 

BOISE  MERIDIAN,  IDAHO 

T.  2  N„  R.  26  E. 

Sec.  2,  sw>4SE«4; 

Sec.  11,  NW*4NE(4,  E«/2NWt4,  N>/2SW>4, 
and  SEt4SWV4; 

Sec.  14,  E»/2NW>4,  NEt4SWV4,  and  sy2 
SW»4; 

Sec.  23,  NWV4- 
{  T.3N..R.  27E., 

e  Sec.  15,  S«/2; 

Sec.  22,  Ny2  and  NE&SW^. 

1  These  areas  aggregate  1,320  acres  of 

public  lands. 

f.  The  lands  within  T.  2  N„  R.  26  E., 
t  were  reconveyed  to  the  United  States 

o  under  provisions  of  section  8  of  the  Tay- 

n  lor  Grazing  Act  of  June  28,  1934  (48 

Stat.  1272),  as  amended  by  section  3  of 
the  Act  of  June  26,  1936  (49  Stat.  1976; 
43  U.S.C.  315g) ,  and  at  10  a.m.  May  15, 
ir  1969>  shall  be  open  to  applicable  forms 
of  appropriation,  consistent  with  para- 
8  graph  1  of  this  order. 


3.  For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  this  classification  and 
opening  shall  be  subject  to  the  exercise 
of  administrative  review  and  modifica¬ 
tion  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  as 
provided  for  in  43  CFR,  2411.2c.  For  a 
period  of  30  days,  interested  parties  may 
submit  comments  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  LLM,  320,  Washington,  D.C. 
20240. 

Joe  T.  Fallini, 

State  Director. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-618;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:46  a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

|  Docket  No.  FDC-D-153;  NADA  No.  8-772V] 

AMERICAN  CYANAMID  CO. 

Arzene  Premix  4  Percent;  Notice  of 
Opportunity  for  Hearing 

An  announcement  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  February  14,  1969 
(34  F.R.  2211),  invited  American  Cyan- 
amid  Co.,  Post  Office  Box  400,  Princeton, 
N.J.  08540,  holder  of  new  animal  drug 
application  No.  8-772V  for  Arzene  Pre¬ 
mix  4  percent  (a  drug  containing  4  per¬ 
cent  arsenosobenzene) ,  and  any  other 
interested  person,  to  submit  pertinent 
data  on  the  drug’s  effectiveness.  No  effi¬ 
cacy  data  were  furnished  in  response  to 
the  announcement  and  available  infor¬ 
mation  fails  to  provide  substantial  evi¬ 
dence  of  effectiveness  of  the  drug  for  its 
recommended  use  in  chicken  feed  to  aid 
in  controlling  coccidiosis  and  to  increase 
weight  gains  and  feed  efficiency. 

Therefore,  notice  is  given  to  American 
Cyanamid  Co.,  and  to  any  interested 
person  who  may  be  adversely  affected, 
that  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs  proposes  to  issue  an  order  under 
the  provisions  of  section  512(e)  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drag,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(21  U.S.C.  360b(e) )  withdrawing  ap¬ 
proval  of  new  animal  drug  application 
No.  8-772V  and  all  amendments  and 
supplements  thereto  held  by  American 
Cyanamid  Co.  for  the  drug  Arzene  Pre¬ 
mix  4  percent  on  the  grounds  that; 

Information  before  the  Commissioner 
with  respect  to  the  drug,  evaluated  to¬ 
gether  with  the  evidence  available  to 
him  when  the  application  was  approved, 
does  not  provide  substantial  evidence 
that  the  drug  has  the  effect  it  purports 
or  is  represented  to  have  under  the  con¬ 
ditions  of  use  prescribed,  recommended, 
or  suggested  in  its  labeling. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  512  of  the  act  (21  U.S.C.  360b), 
the  Commissioner  will  give  the  appli¬ 
cant,  and  any  interested  person  who 
would  be  adversely  affected  by  an  order 
withdrawing  such  approval,  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  a  hearing  at  which  time  such 
persons  may  produce  evidence  and  argu¬ 
ments  to  show  why  approval  of  new  ani¬ 
mal  drug  application  No.  8-772V  should 


not  be  withdrawn.  Promulgation  of  the 
order  will  cause  any  drug  containing 
arsenosobenzene,  and  recommended  for 
the  same  conditions  of  use  as  Arzene 
Premix  4  percent,  to  be  a  new  animal 
drug  for  which  an  approved  new  animal 
drug  application  is  not  in  effect.  Any 
such  drug  then  on  the  market  would  be 
subject  to  regulatory  proceedings. 

Within  30  days  after  publication  hereof 
in  the  Federal  Register  such  persons 
are  required  to  file  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  Office  of  the  General  Coun¬ 
sel,  Food,  Drug,  and  Environmental 
Health  Division,  Room  5440,  330  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20204,  a  written  appearance  electing 
whether; 

1.  To  avail  themselves  of  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  a  hearing;  or 

2.  Not  to  avail  themselves  of  the  op¬ 
portunity  for  a  hearing. 

If  such  persons  elect  not  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  for  a 
hearing,  the  Commissioner  without  fur¬ 
ther  notice  will  enter  a  final  order  with¬ 
drawing  the  approval  of  the  new  animal 
drug  application. 

Failure  of  such  persons  to  file  a  writ¬ 
ten  appearance  of  election  within  30 
days  following  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
construed  as  an  election  by  such  persons 
not  to  avail  themselves  of  the  opportu¬ 
nity  for  a  hearing. 

The  hearing  contemplated  by  this  no¬ 
tice  will  be  open  to  the  public  except  that 
any  portion  of  the  hearing  that  con¬ 
cerns  a  method  or  process  which  the 
Commissioner  finds  is  entitled  to  protec¬ 
tion  as  a  trade  secret  will  not  be  open 
to  the  public,  unless  the  respondent 
specifies  otherwise  in  his  appearance. 

If  such  persons  elect  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
they  are  required  to  file  a  written  ap¬ 
pearance  requesting  the  hearing,  giving 
the  reasons  why  the  approval  of  the  new 
animal  drug  application  should  not  be 
withdrawn,  together  with  a  well-orga¬ 
nized  and  full  factual  analysis  of  the 
clinical  and  other  investigational  data 
they  are  prepared  to  prove  in  support  of 
the  opposition  to  the  notice  of  opportu¬ 
nity  for  a  hearing.  The  request  must  set 
forth  specific  facts  showing  that  there  is 
a  genuine  and  substantial  issue  of  fact 
that  requires  a  hearing.  If  the  hearing  is 
requested  and  justified  by  the  response  to 
the  notice  of  hearing,  the  issues  will  be 
defined,  a  hearing  examiner  will  be  ap¬ 
pointed,  and  he  shall  issue  a  written 
notice  of  the  time  and  place  at  which 
the  hearing  will  commence  (34  F.R. 
14596,  Sept.  19, 1969). 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512,  82  Stat.  343-51; 
21  U.S.C.  360b)  and  under  authority 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR 
2.120). 

Dated:  January  7,  1970. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
lor  Compliance. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-605;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:45  a.m.] 
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CARLISLE  CHEMICAL  WORKS,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  for  Food 
Additives 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348(b) 
(5) ) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (FAP 
OH2491)  has  been  filed  by  Carlisle 
Chemical  Works,  Inc.,  Reading,  Ohio 
45215,  proposing  that  §  121.2520  Ad¬ 
hesives  (21  CFR  121.2520)  be  amended 
to  provide  for  safe  use  of  4,4-bis(o,a- 
dimethylbenzyl)  diphenylamine  as  a 
preservative  for  food-packaging  adhe¬ 
sives. 

Dated:  January  8, 1970. 

R.  E.  Duggan, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-606;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  FDC-D-166;  NADA  9-528VJ 

DR.  MAYFIELD  LABORATORIES 

Dr.  Mayfield  3WC;  Notice  of 
Opportunity  for  Hearing 

An  announcement  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  January  17,  1969 
(34  F.R.  771),  invited  Dr.  Mayfield  Lab¬ 
oratories,  1209  South  Main  Street, 
Charles  City,  Iowa  50616,  holder  of  new 
animal  drug  application  No.  9-528V  for 
Dr.  Mayfield  3WC  (a  drug  containing 
diammonium  arsenate),  and  any  other 
interested  person,  to  submit  pertinent 
data  on  the  drug’s  effectiveness.  Dr.  May- 
field  Laboratories  furnished  certain  data 
in  response  to  the  announcement;  how¬ 
ever,  available  information  still  fails  to 
provide  substantial  evidence  of  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  the  drug  for  its  recommended 
u§e  in  removing  large  roundworms  from 
broiler  chickens. 

Therefore,  notice  is  given  to  Dr.  May- 
field  Laboratories,  and  to  any  interested 
person  who  may  be  adversely  affected, 
that  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs  proposes  to  issue  an  order  under 
the  provisions  of  section  512(e)  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(21  U.S.C.  360b(e))  withdrawing  ap¬ 
proval  of  new  animal  drug  application 
No.  9-528V  and  all  amendments  and 
supplements  thereto  held  by  Dr.  May- 
field  Laboratories  for  the  drug  Dr.  May- 
field  3WC  on  the  grounds  that; 

Information  before  the  Commissioner 
with  respect  to  the  drug,  evaluated  to¬ 
gether  with  the  evidence  available  to 
him  when  the  application  was  approved, 
does  not  provide  substantial  evidence 
that  the  drug  has  the  effect  it  purports 
or  is  represented  to  have  under  the  con¬ 
ditions  of  use  prescribed,  recommended, 
or  suggested  in  its  labeling. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  512  of  the  act  (21  U.S.C.  360b), 
the  Commissioner  will  give  the  applicant, 
and  any  interested  person  who  would  be 
adversely  affected  by  an  order  withdraw¬ 
ing  such  approval,  an  opportunity  for  a 
hearing  at  which  time  such  persons  may 
produce  evidence  and  arguments  to  show 
why  approval  of  new  animal  drug  appli- 
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cation  No.  9-528V  should  not  be  with¬ 
drawn.  Promulgation  of  the  order  will 
cause  any  drug  containing  diammonium 
arsenate,  and  recommended  for  the  same 
conditions  of  use  as  Dr.  Mayfield  3WC, 
to  be  a  new  animal  drug  for  which  an 
approved  new  animal  drug  application  is 
not  in  effect.  Any  such  drug  then  on  the 
market  would  be  subject  to  regulatory 
proceedings. 

Within  30  days  after  publication  hereof 
in  the  Federal  Register,  such  persons  are 
required  to  file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel, 
Food,  Drug,  and  Environmental  Health 
Division,  Room  5440,  330  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20204,  a 
written  appearance  electing  whether : 

1.  To  avail  themselves  of  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  a  hearing;  or 

2.  Not  to  avail  themselves  of  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  a  hearing. 

If  such  persons  elect  not  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
the  Commissioner  without  further  notice 
will  enter  a  final  order  withdrawing  the 
approval  of  the  new  animal  drug 
application. 

Failure  of  such  persons  to  file  a  writ¬ 
ten  appearance  of  election  within  30  days 
following  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
construed  as  an  election  by  such  persons 
not  to  avail  themselves  of  the  opportunity 
for  a  hearing. 

The  hearing  contemplated  by  this  no¬ 
tice  will  be  open  to  the  public  except  that 
any  portion  of  the  hearing  that  concerns 
a  method  or  process  which  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  finds  is  entitled  to  protection  as  a 
trade  secret  will  not  be  open  to  the  public, 
unless  the  respondent  specifies  otherwise 
in  his  appearance. 

If  such  persons  elect  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
they  are  required  to  file  a  written  appear¬ 
ance  requesting  the  hearing,  giving  the 
reasons  why  the  approval  of  the  new  ani¬ 
mal  drug  application  should  not  be  with¬ 
drawn,  together  with  a  well-organized 
and  full  factual  analysis  of  the  clinical 
and  other  investigational  data  they  are 
prepared  to  prove  in  support  of  the  oppo¬ 
sition  to  the  notice  of  opportunity  for  a 
hearing.  The  request  must  set  forth  spe¬ 
cific  facts  showing  that  there  is  a  genu¬ 
ine  and  substantial  issue  of  fact  that  re¬ 
quires  a  hearing.  If  the  hearing  is  re¬ 
quested  and  justified  by  the  response  to 
the  notice  of  hearing,  the  issues  will  be 
defined,  a  hearing  examiner  will  be  ap¬ 
pointed,  and  he  shall  issue  a  written  no¬ 
tice  of  the  time  and  place  at  which  the 
hearing  will  commence  (34  F.R.  14596, 
Sept.  19, 1969). 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512,  82  Stat.  343-51; 
21  U.S.C.  360b)  and  under  authority  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR 
2.120). 

Dated;  January  7, 1970. 

•  Sam  D.  Fine, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 

for  Compliance. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-607;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:45  a.m.] 


Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  Regarding 
Pesticides 


Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec 
408(d)(1),  68  Stat.  512;  21  U.S.C.  346a  I 

(d)(1)),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(PP  0F0917)  has  been  filed  by  FMC  t 

Corp.,  Niagara  Chemical  Division,  Mid- 
dleport,  N.Y.  14105,  proposing  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  tolerance  (21  CFR  Part  120) 
of  0.05  part  per  million  for  negligible  s 

residues  of  the  fungicide  l-chloro-2-  ^ 

nitropropane  in  or  on  the  raw  agricul-  e 
tural  commodity  cottonseed.  r 

The  analytical  method  proposed  in  the  a 

petition  for  determining  residues  of  the  s 
fungicide  is  an  electron-capture  gas  d 

chromatographic  technique. 

Dated:  January  8,  1970.  S’ 


R.  E.  Duggan, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-608;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:45  a.m.] 


FMC  CORP. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  for  Food 
Additives 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348(b) 
(5) ) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (FAP 
0B2484)  has  been  filed  by  FMC  Corp., 
633  Third  Avenue,  New  York,  N.Y.  10017, 
proposing  that  §  121.2519  Defoaming 
agents  used  in  the  manufacture  of  paper 
and  paperboard  and  §  121.2520  Adhe¬ 
sives  (21  CFR  121.2519,  121.2520)  be 
amended  to  provide  for  the  safe  use  of 
tributoxyethyl  phosphate  as  a  compo¬ 
nent  of  defoaming  agents  and  food¬ 
packaging  adhesives  used  as  provided  in 
those  sections. 

Dated:  January  8, 1970. 

R.  E.  Duggan, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-609;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:45  a.m.] 


HERCULES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  for  Food 
Additives 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Pood,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348(b) 
(5) ) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (FAP 
OB2487)  has  been  filed  by  Hercules  Inc., 
910  Market  Street,  Wilmington,  Del. 
19899,  proposing  the  issuance  of  a  food 
additive  regulation  (21  CFR  Part  121) 
to  provide  for  the  safe  use  of  hydro¬ 
genated  a  -  methylstyrene  -  vinyltoluene 
copolymer  resin  as  a  component  of  poly¬ 
olefin  film  intended  for  food-contact  use. 

Dated:  January  8,  1970. 
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R.  E.  Duggan, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-610;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:45  a.m.j 
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[Docket  No.  FDC-D-151;  NADA  8-193V] 

NORDEN  LABORATORIES,  INC. 

Purgolettes;  Notice  of  Opportunity 
for  Hearing 

An  announcement  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  January  17,  1969 
(34  F.R.  772),  invited  Norden  Labora¬ 
tories,  Inc.,  601  West  Oak,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
68501,  holder  of  new  animal  drug  appli¬ 
cation  No.  8-193V  for  Purgolettes  (a 
drug  containing  diacetyldioxyphenyli- 
satin) ,  and  any  other  interested  person, 
to  submit  pertinent  data  on  the  drug’s 
effectiveness.  No  data  were  furnished  in 
response  to  the  announcement  and  avail¬ 
able  information  fails  to  provide  sub¬ 
stantial  evidence  of  effectiveness  of  the 
drug  for  its  recommended  use  as  a 
purgative  for  cattle,  horses,  sheep,  and 
swine. 

Therefore,  notice  is  given  to  Norden 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  and  to  any  interested 
person  who  may  be  adversely  affected, 
that  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs  proposes  to  issue  an  order  under 
the  provisions  of  section  512(e)  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(21  U.S.C.  360b(e))  withdrawing  ap¬ 
proval  of  new  animal  drug  application 
No.  8t-193V  and  all  amendments  and 
supplements  thereto  held  by  Norden 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  for  the  drug  Purgo¬ 
lettes  on  the  grounds  that: 

Information  before  the  Commissioner 
with  respect  to  said  drug,  evaluated  to¬ 
gether  with  the  evidence  available  to  him 
when  the  application  was  approved,  does 
not  provide  substantial  evidence  that  the 
drug  has  the  effect  it  purports  or  is  rep¬ 
resented  to  have  under  the  conditions 
of  use  prescribed,  recommended,  or  sug¬ 
gested  in  its  labeling. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  512  of  the  Act  (21  U.S.C.  360b), 
the  Commissioner  will  give  the  applicant, 
and  any  interested  person  who  would  be 
adversely  affected  by  an  order  withdraw¬ 
ing  such  approval,  fin  opportunity  for  a 
hearing  at  which  time  such  persons  may 
produce  evidence  and  arguments  to  show 
why  approval  of  new  animal  drug  ap¬ 
plication  No.  8-193V  should  not  be  with¬ 
drawn.  Promulgation  of  the  order  will 
cause  any  drug  which  contains  diacetyl- 
dioxyphenylisatin,  and  which  is  recom¬ 
mended  for  the  same  conditions  of  use  as 
Purgolettes,  to  be  a  new  animal  drug  for 
which  an  approved  new  animal  drug  ap¬ 
plication  is  not  in  effect.  Any  such  drug 
then  on  the  market  would  be  subject  to 
regulatory  proceedings. 

Within  30  days  after  publication  hereof 
in  the  Federal  Register,  such  persons  are 
required  to  file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel, 
Food,  Drug,  and  Environmental  Health 
Division,  Room  5440,  330  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20204,  a 
written  appearance  electing  whether: 

1.  To  avail  themselves  of  the  opportu¬ 
nity  for  a  hearing;  or 

2.  Not  to  avail  themselves  of  the  op¬ 
portunity  for  a  hearing. 

If  such  persons  elect  not  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
the  Commissioner  without  further  no¬ 


tice  will  enter  a  final  order  withdrawing 
the  approval  of  the  new  animal  drug 
application. 

Failure  of  such  persons  to  file  a  writ¬ 
ten  appearance  of  election  within  30  days 
following  date  of  publication  of  this  no¬ 
tice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be  con¬ 
strued  as  an  election  by  such  persons  not 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  opportunity  for 
a  hearing. 

The  hearing  contemplated  by  this  no¬ 
tice  will  be  open  to  the  public  except  that 
any  portion  of  the  hearing  that  concerns 
a  method  or  process  which  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  finds  is  entitled  to  protection  as  a 
trade  secret  will  not  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic,  unless  the  respondent  specifies  other¬ 
wise  in  his  appearance. 

If  such  persons  elect  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
they  are  required  to  file  a  written  appear¬ 
ance  requesting  the  hearing,  giving  the 
reasons  why  the  approval  of  the  new  ani¬ 
mal  drug  application  should  not  be 
withdrawn,  together  with  a  well-orga¬ 
nized  and  full  factual  analysis  of  the 
clinical  and  other  investigational  data 
they  are  prepared  to  prove  in  support  of 
the  opposition  to  the  notice  of  opportu¬ 
nity  for  a  hearing.  The  request  must  set 
forth  specific  facts  showing  that  there  is 
a  genuine  and  substantial  issue  of  fact 
that  requires  a  hearing.  If  the  hearing 
is  requested  and  justified  by  the  response 
to  the  notice  of  hearing,  the  issues  will 
be  defined,  a  hearing  examiner  will  be  ap¬ 
pointed,  and  he  shall  issue  a  written  no¬ 
tice  of  the  time  and  place  at  which  the 
hearing  will  commence  (34  F.R.  14596, 
Sept.  19,  1969). 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512,  82  Stat.  343-51; 
21  U.S.C.  360b)  and  under  authority  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR 
2.120). 

Dated:  January  7,  1970. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-611;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  FDC-D-152;  NADA  6-601V] 

PAUL’S  PRODUCTS  CO. 

Sulfamarex;  Notice  of  Opportunity 
for  Hearing 

An  announcement  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  13,  1969  (34 
F.R.  5187),  invited  Paul’s  Products  Co., 
Post  Office  Box  852,  Mankato,  Minn. 
56001,  holder  of  new  animal  drug  appli¬ 
cation  No.  6-601V  for  Sulfamarex  (a 
drug  containing  sodium  sulfamerazine) , 
and  any  other  interested  person,  to  sub¬ 
mit  pertinent  data  on  the  drug’s  effec¬ 
tiveness.  Paul’s  Products  Co.  provided 
certain  data  in  response  to  the  announce¬ 
ment;  however,  available  information 
still  fails  to  provide  substantial  evidence 
of  effectiveness  of  the  drug  for  its  recom¬ 
mended  use  in  drinking  water  for  the 
treatment  of  certain  infections  in  cattle, 
sheep,  swine,  and  poultry. 


Therefore,  notice  is  given  to  Paul’s 
Products  Co.,  and  to  any  interested  per¬ 
son  who  may  be  adversely  affected,  that 
the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
proposes  to  issue  an  order  under  the 
provisions  of  section  512(e)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21 
U.S.C.  360b (e) )  withdrawing  approval  of 
new  animal  drug  application  No.  6-601V 
and  all  amendments  and  supplements 
thereto  held  by  Paul’s  Products  Co.  for 
the  drug  Sulfamarex  on  the  grounds 
that: 

Information  before  the  Commissioner 
with  respect  to  the  drug,  evaluated  to¬ 
gether  with  the  evidence  available  to 
him  when  the  application  was  approved, 
does  not  provide  substantial  evidence 
that  the  drug  has  the  effect  it  purports 
or  is  represented  to  have  under  the  con¬ 
ditions  of  use  prescribed,  recommended, 
or  suggested  in  its  labeling.* 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  512  of  the  act  (21  U.S.C.  360b), 
the  Commissioner  will  give  the  appli¬ 
cant,  and  any  interested  person  who 
would  be  adversely  affected  by  an  order 
withdrawing  such  approval,  an  opportu¬ 
nity  for  a  hearing  at  which  time  such 
persons  may  produce  evidence  and  argu¬ 
ments  to  show  why  approval  of  new 
animal  drug  application  No.  6-601V 
should  not  be  withdrawn.  Promulgation 
of  the  order  will  cause  any  drug  contain¬ 
ing  sodium  sulfamerazine,  and  recom¬ 
mended  for  the  same  conditions  of  use 
as  Sulfamarex,  to  be  a  new  animal  drug 
for  which  an  approved  new  animal  drug 
application  is  not  in  effect.  Any  such 
drug  then  on  the  market  would  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  regulatory  proceedings. 

Within  30  days  after  publication  hereof 
in  the  Federal  Register,  such  persons 
are  required  to  file  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Food,  Drug,  and  Environmental 
Health  Division,  Room  5440;  330  In¬ 
dependence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20204,  a  written  appearance  electing 
whether : 

1.  To  avail  themselves  of  the  op¬ 
portunity  for  a  hearing;  or 

2.  Not  to  avail  themselves  of  the  op¬ 
portunity  for  a  hearing. 

If  such  persons  elect  not  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
the  Commissioner  without  further  notice 
will  enter  a  final  order  withdrawing  the 
approval  of  the  new  animal  drug 
application. 

Failure  of  such  persons  to  file  a  writ¬ 
ten  appearance  of  election  within  30 
days  following  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will 
be  construed  as  an  election  by  such  per¬ 
sons  not  to  avail  themselves  of  the  op¬ 
portunity  for  a  hearing. 

The  hearing  contemplated  by  this  no¬ 
tice  will  be  open  to  the  public  except 
that  any  portion  of  the  hearing  that 
concerns  a  method  or  process  which  the 
Commissioner  finds  is  entitled  to  protec¬ 
tion  as  a  trade  secret  will  not  be  open  to 
the  public,  unless  the  respondent  speci¬ 
fies  otherwise  in  his  appearance. 

If  such  persons  elect  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing. 
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they  are  required  to  file  a  written  ap¬ 
pearance  requesting  the  hearing,  giving 
the  reasons  why  the  approval  of  the  new 
animal  drug  application  should  not  be 
withdrawn,  together  with  a  well-orga¬ 
nized  and  full  factual  analysis  of  the 
clinical  and  other  investigational  data 
they  are  prepared  to  prove  in  support 
of  the  opposition  to  the  notice  of  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  a  hearing.  The  request  must 
set  forth  specific  facts  showing  that  there 
is  a  genuine  and  substantial  issue  of  fact 
that  requires  a  hearing.  If  the  hearing  is 
requested  and  justified  by  the  response  to 
the  notice  of  hearing,  the  issues  will  be 
defined,  a  hearing  examiner  will  be  ap¬ 
pointed,  and  he  shall  issue  a  written 
notice  of  the  time  and  place  at  which  the 
hearing  will  commence  (34  F.R.  14596, 
Sept.  19,  1969). 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512,  82  Stat.  343-51; 
21  U.S.C.  360b)  and  under  authority  del¬ 
egated  to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR 
2.120). 

Dated:  January  7,  1970. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 

tor  Compliance. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-612;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  FDC-D-144;  NADA  10-359V] 

RALSTON  PURINA  CO. 

Purina  Poultry  Worming  Tablets; 
Notice  of  Opportunity  for  Hearing 

An  announcement  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  December  11,  1968 
(33  F.R.  18409),  invited  Ralston  Purina 
Co.,  835  South  Eighth  Street,  St.  Louis, 
Mo.  63199,  holder  of  new  animal  drug 
application  No.  10-359V  for  Purina  Poul¬ 
try  Worming  Tablets  (a  drug  containing 
phenothiazine,  piperazine,  and  dibutyl 
tin  maleate),  and  any  other  interested 
person,  to  submit  pertinent  data  on  the 
drug’s  effectiveness.  No  efficacy  data  were 
furnished  in  response  to  the  announce¬ 
ment  and  available  information  fails  to 
provide  substantial  evidence  of  effective¬ 
ness  of  the  drug  for  its  recommended 
use  in  worming  chickens  and  turkeys. 

Therefore,  notice  is  given  to  Ralston 
Purina  Co.,  and  to  any  interested  person 
who  may  be  adversely  affected,  that  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  pro¬ 
poses  to  issue  an  order  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  512(e)  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C. 
360b  (e) )  withdrawing  approval  of  new 
animal  drug  application  No.  10-359V 
and  all  amendments  and  supplements 
thereto  held  by  Ralston  Purina  Co.  for 
the  drug  Purina  Poultry  Worming  Tab¬ 
lets  on  the  grounds  that: 

Information  before  the  Commissioner 
with  respect  to  the  drug,  evaluated  to¬ 
gether  with  the  evidence  available  to  him 
when  the  application  was  approved,  does 
not  provide  substantial  evidence  that 
the  drug  has  the  effect  it  purports  or  is 
represented  to  have  under  the  conditions 


of  use  prescribed,  recommended,  or  sug¬ 
gested  in  its  labeling. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  512  of  the  act  (21  U.S.C.  360b), 
the  Commissioner  will  give  the  appli¬ 
cant,  and  any  interested  person  who 
would  be  adversely  affected  by  an  order 
withdrawing  such  approval,  an  opportu¬ 
nity  for  a  hearing  at  which  time  such 
persons  may  produce  evidence  and  argu¬ 
ments  to  show  why  approval  of  new 
animal  drug  application  No.  10-359V 
should  not  be  withdrawn.  Promulgation 
of  the  order  will  cause  any  drug  contain¬ 
ing  phenothiazine,  piperazine,  and 
dibutyl  tin  maleate,  and  recommended 
for  the  same  conditions  of  use  as  Purina 
Poultry  Worming  Tablets,  to  be  a  new 
animal  drug  for  which  an  approved  new 
animal  drug  application  is  not  in  effect. 
Any  such  drug  then  on  the  market  would 
be  subject  to  regulatory  proceedings. 

Within  30  days  after  publication  hereof 
in  the  Federal  Register,  such  persons 
are  required  to  file  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  Office  of  the  General  Coun¬ 
sel,  Food,  Drug,  and  Environmental 
Health  Division,  Room  5440,  330  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20204,  a  written  appearance  electing 
whether: 

1.  To  avail  themselves  of  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  a  hearing:  or 

2.  Not  to  avail  themselves  of  the  op¬ 
portunity  for  a  hearing. 

If  such  persons  elect  not  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
the  Commissioner  without  further  notice 
will  enter  a  final  order  withdrawing 
the  approval  of  the  new  animal  drug 
application. 

Failure  of  such  persons  to  file  a  written 
appearance  of  election  within  30  days  fol¬ 
lowing  date  of  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register  will  be  construed 
as  an  election  by  such  persons  not  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  opportunity  for  a 
hearing. 

The  hearing  contemplated  by  this  no¬ 
tice  will  be  open  to  the  public  except  that 
any  portion  of  the  hearing  that  concerns 
a  method  or  process  which  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  finds  is  entitled  to  protection  as  a 
trade  secret  will  not  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic,  unless  the  respondent  specifies  other¬ 
wise  in  his  appearance. 

If  such  persons  elect  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
they  are  required  to  file  a  written  ap¬ 
pearance  requesting  the  hearing,  giving 
the  reasons  why  approval  of  the  new 
animal  drug  application  'should  not  be 
withdrawn,  together  with  a  well-orga¬ 
nized  and  full  factual  analysis  of  the 
clinical  and  other  investigational  data 
they  are  prepared  to  prove  in  support  of 
the  opposition  to  the  notice  of  opportu¬ 
nity  for  a  hearing.  The  request  must  set 
forth  specific  facts  showing  there  is  a 
genuine  and  substantial  issue  of  fact  that 
requires  a  hearing.  If  the  hearing  is  re¬ 
quested  and  justified  by  the  response  to 
the  notice  of  hearing,  the  issues  will 
be  defined,  a  hearing  examiner  will  be 
appointed,  and  he  shall  issue  a  written 
notice  of  the  time  and  place  at  which  the 


hearing  will  commence  (34  F.R.  14596 
Sept.  19,  1969).  { 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  provi-  c 
sions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cos-  i 
metic  Act  (sec.  512,  82  Stat.  343-51;  21  ' 

U.S.C.  360b)  and  under  authority  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR 
2.120). 

Dated:  January  8, 1970. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-613;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:46  a.m.] 


SCIENTIFIC  ASSOCIATES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of.  Petition  for  Food 
Additives 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348(b) 
(5) ) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  petition  <FAP 
8L2219)  has  been  filed  by  Scientific  Asso¬ 
ciates,  Inc.,  6200  South  Lindbergh  Boule¬ 
vard,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63123,  proposing  the 
issuance  of  a  regulation  (21  CFR  Part 
121)  to  provide  for  the  safe  use  in  food 
and  food-contact  surfaces  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  synthetic  alcohols  (manufactured  by 
utilizing  aluminum,  ethylene,  hydrogen, 
air,  and  a  petroleum  derived  hydrocarbon 
solvent  essentially  paraffinic  in  nature 
writh  a  boiling  point  range  of  about  175° 
to  275°  C.  as  raw  materials  in  a  series  of 
chemical  reactions) :  Hexyl,  octyl,  decyl, 
lauryl,  myristyl,  cetyl,  and  stearyl. 

Dated:  January  9, 1970. 

R.  E.  Duggan, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  ' 
for  Compliance. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-614;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:46  a.m.] 


UNIROYAL,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  Regarding 
Pesticide  Chemical  and  Food  Additive 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  408 
(d)(1),  409(b)(5),  68  Stat.  512,  72  Stat. 
1786;  21  U.S.C.  346a(d)(l),  348(b)(5)), 
notice  is  given  that  a  pesticide  petition 
(PP  OF0910)  has  been  filed  by  Uniroyal 
Chemical  Division,  Uniroyal,  Inc.,  Beth¬ 
any,  Conn.  06525,  proposing  establish¬ 
ment  of  tolerances  (21  CFR  120.259)  for 
residues  of  the  insecticide  2 -(p-tert- 
butylphenoxy)  cyclohexyl  2-propynyl 
sulfite  in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural  com¬ 
modities:  Hops  at  15  parts  per  million; 
apricots  and  strawberries  at  7  parts  per 
million;  and  nectarines  at  4  parts  per 
million. 

Notice  is  also  given  that  the  same  firm 
has  filed  a  related  food  additive  petition 
(FAP  0H2482)  proposing  establishment 
of  a  food  additive  tolerance  (21  CFR 
Part  121)  of  30  parts  per  million  for  resi¬ 
dues  of  the  insecticide  in  or  on  dried 
hops  resulting  from  application  of  the 
insecticide  to  the  growing  hops. 
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The  analytical  method  proposed  in  the 
pesticide  petition  for  determining  resi¬ 
dues  of  the  insecticide  is  a  microcoulo- 
metric  gas  chromatographic  procedure 
with  a  sulfur  titration  cell. 

Dated:  January  8, 1970. 

R.  E.  Duggan, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 


[F.R.  Doc. 


70-615;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:46  a.m.l 


WHITMOYER  LABORATORIES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  for  Food 
Additives 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348(b) 
(5) ) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (FAP 
OH2492)  has  been  filed  by  Whitmoyer 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  19  North  Railroad 
Street,  Myerstown,  Pa.  17067,  proposing 
that  §  121.2547  Sanitizing  solutions  (21 
CFR  121.2547)  be  amended  to  provide  for 
the  safe  use  of  an  aqueous  solution  con¬ 
taining  iodine  and  alkyl  (Ci2-Ci5)  mono¬ 
ether  of  mixed  (ethylene-propylene) 
polyalkylene  glycol  as  a  sanitizing  solu¬ 
tion  on  food-processing  equipment  and 
utensils. 

Dated:  January  8,  1970. 

R.  E.  Duggan, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 

for  Compliance. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-616;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:46  a.m.j 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  21288] 

AIRLIFT  INTERNATIONAL,  INC. 

Notice  of  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  that  a  hearing  in  the 
above- entitled  proceeding  will  be  held  on 
March  10,  1970,  at  10  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in  Room 
726,  Universal  Building,  1825  Connecti¬ 
cut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

For  information  concerning  the  issues 
involved  and  other  details  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  interested  persons  are  referred 
to  the  prehearing  conference  report 
served  on  January  6,  1970,  and  other 
documents  which  are  in  the  docket  of  this 
proceeding  on  file  in  the  Docket  Section 
of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Janu¬ 
ary  13,  1970. 

[seal]  Merritt  Ruhlen, 

Hearing  Examiner. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-635;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:47  a.m.l 


NOTICES 

[Docket  Nos.  20781,  20993;  Order  70-1-51] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Regarding  Fare  and  Rate 
Matters 

Issued  under  delegated  authority  Jan¬ 
uary  12,  1970. 

Agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Board,  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  economic 
regulations,  between  various  air  carriers, 
foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  carriers, 
embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  the  Traffic 
Conferences  of  the  International  Air 
Transport  Association  (IATA) ,  and 
adopted  by  mail  votes.  The  agreements 
have  been  assigned  the  above-designated 
CAB  Agreement  numbers. 

The  agreements  would  amend  the  reso¬ 
lutions  governing  rates  of  exchange  and 
the  rounding-off  of  passenger  fares  and 
cargo  rates  by  providing  for  a  change  in 
the  currency  of  Rhodesia  and  Bermuda 
to  the  decimal  system  in  February  1970. 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s  regulations, 
14  CFR  385.14,  it  is  not  found,  on  a 
tentative  basis,  that  the  following  resolu¬ 
tions,  which  are  incorporated  in  the 
agreement  indicated,  are  adverse  to  the 
public  interest  or  in  violation  of  the  Act: 

CAB  Agree¬ 
ment;  IATA  resolutions 

21549 . . 100  (Mall  818)  021b. 

300 (Mail  316)  021b. 

JT31  (Mail  170)  021b. 

100 (Mail  818)  023a/b. 

300 (Mail  316)023a/b. 

JT31  (Mail  170)  023a/b. 

21551  . .  100 (Mail  828)  021b. 

200 (Mail  980) 021b. 

300(Mail  321) 021b. 
JT12(Mail  724)  021b. 

JT23  (Mail  239)  021b. 
JT31{Mail  173)  021b. 
JT123(Mail  629)  021b. 

100 (Mail  828)  023a/b. 

200  (Mail  980)023a/b. 

-  300 (Mail  321  )023a/b. 

'  JT12(Mail  724)  023a/b. 

i  JT23  ( Mail  239 )  023a/b. 

L  JT31(Mail  173)023a/b. 

t  JT123  (Mail  629)  023a/b. 


[Docket  No.  20993;  Order  70-1-52] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Regarding  Specific  Commodity 
Rates 

Issued  under  delegated  authority  Jan¬ 
uary  12,  1970. 

An  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Board  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  economic 
regulations,  between  various  air  carriers, 
foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  carriers, 
embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  the  Joint 
Conferences  of  the  International  Air 
Transport  Association  (IATA),  and 
adopted  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Resolution  590  dealing  with  specific  com¬ 
modity  rates. 

The  agreement,  adopted  pursuant  to 
unprotested  notices  to  the  carriers  and 
promulgated  in  an  IATA  letter  dated 
January  5,  1970,  names  additional  spe¬ 
cific  commodity  rates,  as  set  forth  in  the 
attachment  hereto,1  which  reflect  sig¬ 
nificant  reductions  from  the  general 
cargo  rates.  In  addition,  rates  for  a  new 
commodity  description  have  been  speci¬ 
fied,  as  indicated  in  the  attachment. 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s  regulations, 
14  CFR  385.14,  it  is  not  found,  on  a 
tentative  basis,  that  the  subject  agree¬ 
ment  is  adverse  to  the  public  interest  or 
in  violation  of  the  Act,  provided  that 
tentative  approval  thereof  is  conditioned 
as  hereinafter  ordered. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That: 

Action  on  Agreement  CAB  21380, 
R-15  through  R-19,  be  and  hereby  is 
deferred  with  a  view  toward  eventual 
approval,  provided  that  approval  shall 
not  constitute  approval  of  the  specific 
commodity  descriptions  contained  there¬ 
in  for  purposes  of  tariff  publication. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order,  pursuant  to  the 
board’s  regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may, 
within  10  days  after  the  date  of  service 
of  this  order,  file  such  petitions  in  sup¬ 
port  of  or  in  opposition  to  our  proposed 
action  herein. 


Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That: 

Action  on  Agreements  CAB  21549  and 
21551  be  and  hereby  is  deferred  with  a 
view  toward  eventual  approval. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order,  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may, 
within  10  days  after  the  date  of  service 
of  this  order,  file  such  petitions  in  sup¬ 
port  of  or  in  opposition  to  our  proposed 
action  herein. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-637;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:47  a.m.] 


This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-638;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:47  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  20291;  Order  70-1-55] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Regarding  Fare  Matters 

Issued  under  delegated  authority  Janu¬ 
ary  12,  1970. 

1  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
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NOTICES 


An  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Board,  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  economic 
regulations,  between  various  air  carriers, 
foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  carriers, 
embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  Traffic 
Conference  1  of  the  International  Air 
Transport  Association  (IATA),  and 
adopted  by  mail  vote.  The  agreement  has 
been  assigned  the  above-designated  CAB 
Agreement  number. 

Insofar  as  it  applies  in  air  transporta¬ 
tion,  the  agreement  proposes  to  amend 
the  Western  Hemisphere  fare  structure 
by  the  inclusion  of  additional  economy- 
class,  10-30-day  excursion  and  group  in¬ 
clusive  tour  fares  to  be  used  by  carriers 
operating  propeller  equipment  between 
the  United  States  and  various  Central 
and  South  American  points.  These  fares 
are  established  at  a  level  which  is  ap¬ 
proximately  10  percent  below  the  corre¬ 
sponding  jet  fares  currently  in  effect.  A 
new  resolution  is  also  incorporated  in  the 
agreement  and  would  govern  the  adver¬ 
tising  of  propeller  fares.  Additionally,  the 
agreement  would  amend  an  existing  reso¬ 
lution,  which  sets  forth  provisions  for  the 
construction  of  fares  involving  a  combi¬ 
nation  of  jet  and  propeller  services,  by 
providing  that  the  jet-propeller  fare  dif¬ 
ferential  may  be  deducted  from  the 
through  constructed  fares  when  the  pro¬ 
peller  fare  has  a  value  greater  than  $50. 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s  regulations, 
14  CFR  385.14: 

1.  It  is  not  found,  on  a  tentative  basis, 
that  the  following  resolutions,  which  are 
incorporated  in  that  part  of  the  agree¬ 
ment  as  indicated,  are  adverse  to  the 
public  interest  or  in  violation  of  the  Act : 

Agreement 


CAB: 

IATA  resolution 

21550 

R-l _ 

_ 100  (Mall  824)  OOlf. 

R-2 

_ 100  (Mall  824)  014j. 

R-3 _ - 

- 100  (Mail  824  )  038. 

R— 4_  _ 

- 100  (Mail  824)  061. 

R-5  _  __ 

_ 100  (Mail  824)  070. 

R-7 _ 

_ 100  (Mail  824)  084e. 

2.  It  is  not  found  that  Resolution  100 
(Mail  824)  075j,  which  is  incorporated  in 
Agreement  CAB  21550,  R^-6,  affects  air 
transportation  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Act. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That: 

1.  Action  on  that  portion  of  Agreement 
CAB  21550  described  in  finding  para¬ 
graph  1  above  is  deferred  with  a  view 
toward  eventual  approval,  and 

2.  Jurisdiction  is  disclaimed  with  re¬ 
spect  to  Agreement  CAB  21550,  R-6. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order,  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may, 
within  10  days  after  the  date  of  this 
order,  file  such  petitions  in  support  of  or 
in  opposition  to  our  proposed  action 
herein. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-639;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:48  &.m.] 


[Docket  No.  21655] 

K.L.M.  ROYAL  DUTCH  AIRLINES 
Notice  of  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended,  that  a  hearing  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding  is  assigned 
to  be  held  on  February  2,  1970,  at 
10  a.m.v  e.s.t.,  in  Room  726,  Universal 
Building,  1825  Connecticut  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  before  the  under¬ 
signed  examiner. 

For  information  concerning  the  issues 
involved  and  other  details  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  interested  persons  are  referred 
to  the  prehearing  conference  report 
served  on  January  9,  1970,  and  other 
documents  which  are  in  the  docket  of 
this  proceeding  on  file  in  the  Docket 
Section  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Janu¬ 
ary  12, 1970. 

[seal]  Harry  H.  Schneider, 

Hearing  Examiner. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-636;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:47  a.m.]  ' 


[Docket  No.  21798;  Order  70-1-63] 

TRANS  WORLD  AIRLINES,  INC.,  AND 
UNITED  AIR  LINES,  INC. 

Order  of  Investigation  and 
Suspension 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  13th  day  of  January  1970. 

By  tariff  revisions 1  marked  to  become 
effective  January  15,  1970,  Trans  World 
Airlines,  Inc.  (TWA) ,  proposes  to  change 
its  tariff  provisions  concerning  the  seat¬ 
ing  configuration  of  its  B-707-131B  air¬ 
craft  in  coach  and  economy  service  from 
6  seats  abreast  to  5  or  6  seats  abreast. 
As  a  defensive  measure,  effective  Jan¬ 
uary  17,  1970,  United  Air  Lines,  Inc. 
(United) ,  proposes  similar  tariff  changes 
relating  to  its  standard  and  stretched 
DC-8  aircraft. 

American  Airlines,  Inc.  (American), 
and  United  Air  Lines,  Inc.  (United), 
have  filed  complaints  against  the  pro¬ 
posal  and  request  investigation  and  sus¬ 
pension  of  the  subject  tariff.  Delta  Air 
Lines,  Inc.  has  filed  an  answer  in  sup¬ 
port  of  American’s  complaint.  American 
has  also  filed  a  complaint  against  the 
United  tariff.  TWA  has  filed  an  answer 
to  the  American  and  United  complaints. 

TWA’s  proposal  is  justified  principally 
on  considerations  of  competitive  neces¬ 
sity.  The  carrier  contends  it  is  losing 
substantial  traffic  and  revenues  to  com¬ 
petitors  offering  5-abreast  coach/econ¬ 
omy  services.  TWA  also  argues  that 
B-747  aircraft  will  in  1970  operate  in 
competition  with  its  B-707-131  aircraft 
on  its  domestic  system  and  that  the 
latter’s  service  standards  must  be  up¬ 
graded  if  these  aircraft  are  to  be  com¬ 
petitive  with  the  B-747’s.  Additionally, 


1  Revisions  to  Airline  Tariff  Publishers,  Inc., 
agent,  CAB  No.  65,  filed  Dec.  9,  1969. 


the  carrier  says  that  its  B-707-131  air¬ 
craft  presently  operate  at  low  load  fac¬ 
tors,  which  will  be  even  lower  when  the 
B-747  comes  into  service,  and  therefore, 
the  better  seating  configuration  can  be 
provided  at  no  additional  cost  to  itself 
or  the  traveling  public. 

The  complainants  allege  that  if  the 
proposal  is  permitted,  it  will  in  all.  likeli¬ 
hood  mean  the  end  of  6-abreast  seating 
in  the  domestic  trunkline  industry  since 
the  offering  by  TWA  of  5-abreast  seating 
in  coach  and  economy  service  on  its  41 
B-707-131B  aircraft  will  necessitate  a 
comparable  change  by  every  carrier  that 
competes  with  TWA.  They  further  allege 
that  the  proposed  change  to  5-abreast 
will  be  very  costly  to  TWA,  and  eventu¬ 
ally  the  whole  industry,  because  of  the 
need  to  reconfigure  its  41  aircraft  with 
sets  of  new  5-abreast  seats.  They  further 
allege  that  such  a  reconfiguration  will 
also  lead  to  an  increase  in  expenses  be¬ 
cause  of  the  inability  to  accommodate 
passengers  during  prime  times  who  could 
be  accommodated  in  6-abreast  seating. 
Both  carriers  assert  that  TWA  has  failed 
to  furnish  adequate  economic  data  in 
support  of  its  proposal.  United  estimates 
that  5-abreast  seating  will  increase  seat- 
mile  operating  costs  by  20  percent  and 
American  notes  that  TWA  has  not  esti¬ 
mated  the  effect  on  its  revenues  or  those 
of  the  trunkline  industry. 

The  TWA  proposal  contains  both  ad¬ 
vantages  and  disadvantages  for  the 
traveling  ’public.  Clearly  a  5-abreast 
coach/economy  configuration  is  superior 
to  6-abreast  when  full  loads  or  nearly 
full  loads  are  q^perienced.  On  the  other 
hand,  5-abreast  coach/economy  service 
offers  fewer  seats  for  sale  at  peak  travel 
times  and  would  require  some  passengers 
to  travel  at  other  than  their  preferred 
times.  TWA’s  assertion  that  this  service 
can  be  offered  at  no  additional  cost  to 
themselves  or  the  traveling  public  is 
predicated  upon  the  excessive  capacity  in 
existence  now  and  expected  to  continue 
in  the  future.  The  assertion  may  be  cor¬ 
rect  in  the  short  run  but  we  doubt  its 
validity  in  the  longer  term.  It  would  ap¬ 
pear  that  the  use  of  5-abreast  coach/ 
economy  configurations  on  a  broad  scale 
would  hasten  the  addition  of  new  flights 
to  accommodate  normal  traffic  growth. 
Such  new  flights  would  in  fact  increase 
both  dollar  and  unit  costs. 

TWA’s  showing  with  respect  to  the 
competitive  necessity  for  this  filing  is  un¬ 
persuasive.  The  carrier  does  not  show 
where  and  how  much  traffic  it  loses  to 
other  carriers’  5-abreast  coach/economy 
services.  TWA’s  principal  competition  in 
this  regard  appears  to  come  from  Con¬ 
tinental  but  TWA  seems  to  be  maintain¬ 
ing  a  satisfactory  position  in  relation  to 
that  carrier.2  The  eventual  competitive 
impact  of  the  B-747  and  other  wide- 


2  TWA  also  notes  that  5-abreast  coach / 
economy  services  are  presently  offered  on 
579  domestic  segments.  While  this  Is  Indica¬ 
tive  of  the  extent  of  such  services,  most  of 
them  are  In  DC-9,  BAC-111,  or  CV-880  air¬ 
craft  which  cannot  accommodate  6  seats 
abreast.  Moreover,  since  most  of  these  seg¬ 
ments  don’t  Involve  TWA  anyway,  this  is  no 
evidence  of  competitive  Impact  on  TWA. 
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bodied  jet  aircraft  may,  as  TWA  asserts, 
necessitate  some  improvement  in  service 
or  price  adjustment  with  respect  to  the 
current  generation  of  jets  to  maintain 
a  reasonable  competitive  posture.  How¬ 
ever,  it  appears  premature  to  decide  now 
to  reconfigure  a  large  number  of  current 
jets  in  advance  of  the  introduction  of  the 
wide-bodied  aircraft  or  evaluation  of  its 
impact. 

Clearly  the  TWA  proposal  has  broad 
implictaions  for  the  industry  and  the 
traveling  public.  Since  41  TWA  aircraft 
are  involve  in  the  instant  filing,  United’s 
defense  filing  potentially  affects  99  more 
DC-8’s,  and  American  has  53  3-707-100 
series  aircraft,  it  is  plain  that  conversion 
of  all  these  aircraft  from  a  6-abreast  to 
5-abreast  configuration  in  the  coach/ 
economy  services  will  affect  a  very  large 
part  of  the  domestic  airline  system.  If 
there  is  an  adverse  effect  on  carrier  costs 
in  the  longer  term,  as  we  believe  probable, 
the  economic  basis  for  present  coach 
fares  may  be  undermined. 

Therefore,  the  Board  finds  that  the 
TWA  tariff  proposal  may  be  unjust  or 
unreasonable,  unduly  perferential  or 
prejudicial,  or  unjustly  discriminatory, 
or  otheiwise  unlawful,  and  should  be  in¬ 
vestigated.  In  view  of  the  broad  potential 
impact  on  the  industry  and  the  obvious 
practical  difficulties  involved  in  reverting 
to  a  6-abreast  configuration  in  the  event 
that  such  results  might  ultimately  be  re¬ 
quired,  we  will  suspend  the  tariff  pending 
investigation. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a) ,  403,  404,  and  1002  there¬ 
of: 

It  is  ordered,  That: 

1.  An  investigation  be  instituted  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  provisions  described 
in  appendix  A  attached  hereto,3  and 
rules,  regulations,  and  practices  affecting 
such  provisions,  are  or  will  be  unjust  or 
unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory, 
unduly  preferential,  unduly  prejudicial, 
or  otherwise  unlawful,  and  if  found  to 
be  unlawful,  to  determine  and  prescribe 
the  lawful  provisions,  and  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  or  praotices  affecting  such  pro¬ 
visions; 

2.  Pending  hearing  and  decision  by  the 
Board,  the  provisions  described  in  ap¬ 
pendix  A  attached  hereto 3  are  suspended 
and  their  use  deferred  to  and  including 
April  14,  1970,  unless  otherwise  ordered 
by  the  Board,  and  that  no  changes  be 
made  therein  during  the  period  of  sus¬ 
pension  except  by  order  or  special  per¬ 
mission  of  the  Board ; 

3.  Except  to  the  extent  granted  here¬ 
in,  the  complaints  of  American  Airlines, 
Inc.,  in  Dockets  21721  and  21734,  and  of 
United  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  in  Docket  21720, 
are  hereby  dismissed; 

4.  To  the  extent  granted  herein,  the 
complaints  of  American  Airlines,  Inc., 
in  Dockets  21721  and  21734  and  of  United 


’Piled  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


Air  Lines,  Inc.,  in  Docket  21720  be  con¬ 
solidated  in  this  Docket; 

5.  The  proceeding  herein  be  assigned 
for  hearing  before  an  examiner  of  the 
Board  at  a  time  and  place  hereafter  to 
be  designated ;  and 

6.  Copies  of  this  order  shall  be  filed 
with  the  tariff  indicated  in  appendix  A 3 
and  served  upon  American  Airlines,  Inc., 
Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  and  United 
Air  Lines,  Inc.,  which  are  hereby  made 
parties  to  this  proceeding. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board.4 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-640;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:48  a.m.l 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  1193] 

RICHARD  M.  COSTIGAN 
Revocation  of  License 

By  order  served  April  24,  1969,  the 
Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  No.  1193  of  Richard  M.  Costigan, 
2116  North  117th  Street,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98133,  was  suspended  for  the  remainder 
of  the  year  1969  pursuant  to  conditions 
set  forth  in  said  order  as  requested  by 
Mr.  Costigan. 

Mr.  Costigan  has  not  met  the  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  April  24,  1969,  order  which, 
among  other  things,  required  that  a  new 
surety  bond  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
as  of  a  certain  date  pursuant  to  §  510.9 
of  Federal  Maritime  Commission  General 
Order  4. 

On  January  2,  1969,  Mr.  Costigan  sub¬ 
mitted  oral  advice  to  the  effect  that  he 
wished  to  allow  the  voluntary  revocation 
of  his  license  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  the  aforesaid  order  by  not  filing 
the  required  bond. 

Accordingly,  by  virtue  of  authority 
vested  in  me  by  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  as  set  forth  in  Manual  of 
Orders,  Commission  Order  201.1,  section 
6.03: 

It  is  ordered,  That  the  Independent 
Ocean  Freight  Forwarder  License  No. 
1193  of  Richard  M.  Costigan  be  and  is 
hereby  revoked  effective  January  1,  1970, 
without  prejudice  to  reapplication  for  a 
license  at  a  later  date. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  served  upon  Richard  M. 
Costigan. 

Leroy  F.  Fuller, 

Director, 

Bureau  of  Domestic  Regulation. 

|  F.R.  Doc.  70-663;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:49  a.m.] 


*  Concurrence  of  Member  Adams  and  Joint 
Concurrence  and  Dissent  of  Members  Murphy 
and  Minetti  filed  as  part  of  the  original 
document. 


CRESCENT  WHARF  AND  WAREHOUSE 
CO.  AND  TOKO  KAUIN  KABU- 
SHIKI  KAISHA 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1405  I  Street  NW., 
Room  1202,  or  may  inspect  agreements 
at  the  offices  of  the  District  Managers, 
New  York,  N.Y.;  New  Orleans,  La.;  and 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with 
reference  to  an  agreement  including  a 
request  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 
A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter), 
and  the  comments  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mrs.  Amy  Scupi,  Galland,  Kharasch,  Calkins 
&  Lippman,  1824  R  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20009. 

Agreement  No.  T-2368  between  Cres¬ 
cent  Wharf  and  Warehouse  Co.  (Cres¬ 
cent)  and  Toko  Kauin  Kabushiki  Kaisha 
(Toko)  is  a  joint  venture  agreement  to 
operate  a  terminal  facility  at  the  Port 
of  Long  Beach  (Port)  on  premises  leased 
from  the  Port  by  Crescent’s  wholly 
owned  subsidiary.  Crescent  Terminals, 
Inc.  (Terminals).  Terminals  will  con¬ 
tribute  $12,000  and  Toko  $28,000  toward 
the  joint  venture,  which  shall  have  a 
constant  working  capital  of  $40,000 
maintained  by  contributions,  where 
necessary,  of  30  percent  by  Crescent  and 
70  percent  by  Toko.  The  joint  venture 
will  apply  only  to  functions  performed 
and  services  offered  by  Terminals  under 
its  lease  from  the  Port,  at  tariff  charges 
referred  to  in  the  lease  and  will  not  in¬ 
clude  any  services  now  customarily  per¬ 
formed  by  contracting  stevedores  or  com¬ 
panies  providing  marine  clerking  or  line¬ 
handling  or  similar  services.  Crescent 
will  provide  management  services  as 
outlined  in  the  agreement.  Toko  will 
discharge  cargo  destined  for  Long  Beach 
on  vessels  under  its  control  at  the  facility 
unless  space  is  not  available.  Net  profits 
or  losses  will  be  shared  30  percent  by 
Crescent  and  70  percent  by  Toko.  Each 
party  may  withdraw  its  share  of  net 
profits  so  long  as  the  capital  contribu¬ 
tion  is  maintained. 

Dated:  January  14,  1970. 
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By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-661;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
•  8:49  a.m.] 


HAWAIIAN  EMPLOYERS  ALLOCATION 
AGREEMENT 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  Agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1405  I  Street  NW., 
Room  1202,  or  may  inspect  agreements 
at  the  offices  of  the  District  Managers, 
New  York,  N.Y.;  New  Orleans,  La.;  and 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with 
reference  to  an  agreement  including  a 
request  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  A 
copy  of  any  such  statement  should  also 
be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter), 
and  the  comments  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mr.  Edward  D.  Ransom,  Llllick,  McHose, 

Wheat,  Adams  &  Charles,  311  California 

Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94104. 

Agreement  No.  T-2369  between  Castle 
&  Cooke  Terminals,  Ltd.,  C.  Brewer  Corp., 
doing  business  as  Hilo  Transportation 
and  Terminal  Co.,  McCabe,  Hamilton  & 
Renny  Co.,  Ltd.,  Kawaihae  Terminals, 
Inc.,  Matson  Terminals,  Inc.,  Honolulu 
Terminals  Co.,  Ltd.,  and  Theo.  H.  Davies 
&  Co.,  Ltd.,  (Employers)  provides  a 
formula  and  procedures  for  the  alloca¬ 
tion  among  the  Employers  of  the  costs  of 
certain  fringe  benefits  payable  to  their 
employees. 

Dated:  January  14, 1970. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 


Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-662;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
8:49  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  70-3] 

UNITED  STEVEDORING  CORP.  AND 
BOSTON  SHIPPING  ASSOCIATION 

Order  To  Show  Cause 

United  Stevedoring  Corp.  (United),  a 
stevedoring  contractor  in  the  Port  of 
Boston,  has  petitioned  the  Commission 
for  the  issuance  of  an  order  to  show 
cause  to  be  directed  against  the  Boston 
Shipping  Association,  Inc.  (BSA) . 


BSA  is  an  organization  of  shipowners, 
shipping  agents,  terminal  operators, 
freight  forwarders,  charterers,  contract¬ 
ing  stevedores,  and  others  affiliated  with 
the  maritime  trade  of  Boston. 

United  alleges  that  since  October  1966, 
BSA  has  arrogated  to  itself  the  right  to 
allocate  stevedoring  gangs  among  the 
stevedoring  contractors  in  the  Port  of 
Boston  and  that  such  allocations  have 
been  made  on  a  discriminatory  basis. 
United  further  alleges  that  since  Octo¬ 
ber  1969,  BSA  has  instituted  additional 
practices  with  respect  to  assignment  of 
gangs  among  the  stevedoring  contractors 
which  practices  intensify  the  discrim¬ 
inatory  effect  of  gang  assignments  by 
permitting  a  stevedoring  contractor  to 
call  his  assigned  gang  away  from  work 
being-  performed  for  other  contractors, 
notwithstanding  the  labor  requirements 
of  that  stevedoring  contractor  as  com¬ 
pared  to  others. 

United  alleges  such  actions  of  BSA 
constitute  violations  of  section  15  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916,  because  they  are 
taken  pursuant  to  an  agreement  among 
persons  subject  to  the  Shipping  Act 
which  has  not  been  filed  or  approved  by 
the  Commission. 

United  seeks  an  order  directing  that 
BSA  show  cause  why  it  should  not  cease 
and  desist  from  the  aforementioned 
practices  of  allocating  stevedoring  gangs 
inasmuch  as  such  practices  involve  ac¬ 
tion  taken  pursuant  to  an  agreement 
which  has  not  been  filed  with  or  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Commission  under  section 
15  of  the  Act. 

BSA  has  replied  to  the  petition  and 
has  denied  virtually  all  of  the  allegations 
of  United. 

Notwithstanding  BSA’s  denials,  it  ap¬ 
pears  on  the  face  of  United’s  petition 
that  BSA  has  in  fact  agreed  on  at  least 
certain  of  the  matters  alleged.  Exhibit 
II,  attached  to  the  petition,  is  a  copy 
of  a  letter  from  the  Operations  Manager 
of  BSA  addressed  to  All  Members.  The 
letter  describes  an  action  taken  by 
BSA’s  Board  of  Governors  on  May  1, 
1969,  regarding  the  distribution  of  steve¬ 
doring  gangs  at  the  Port  of  Boston. 

In  view  of  the  nature  of  the  apparent 
agreement  reached  by  BSA  and  its  fail¬ 
ure  to  file  the  agreement  for  approval, 
we  believe  that  the  requested  order  to 
show  cause  should  be  granted. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  sections  15  and 
22  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  and  Rule 
5(f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (46  CFR  502.66) : 

It  is  ordered,  That  Boston  Shipping 
Association,  Inc.,  show  cause  why  it 
should  not  cease  and  desist  from  prac¬ 
tices  of  allocating  gangs  among  the 
member  stevedoring  contractors  because 
these  practices  involve  action  taken  pur¬ 
suant  to  an  agreement  which  has  not 
been  approved  by  the  Commission  as  re¬ 
quired  by  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  shall  be  limited  to  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  affidavits  of  fact,  memoranda  of 
law,  and  oral  argument.  Should  any 
party  feel  that  an  evidentiary  hearing  is 
required,  it  must  accompany  any  request 


for  such  hearing  with  a  statement  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  facts  to  be  proven, 
their  relevance  to  the  issues  in  this  pro- 
ceeding,  and  why  such  proof  cannot  be 
submitted  through  affidavits.  Requests 
for  evidentiary  hearing  shall  be  filed  on 
or  before  February  2,  1970.  Affidavits  of 
fact  and  memoranda  of  law  shall  be  filed 
by  respondent  on  or  before  February  2, 
1970.  Replies  thereto  shall  be  filed  by 
United  Stevedoring  Corp.,  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Office  of  Hearing  Counsel,  and  in¬ 
terveners,  if  any,  on  or  before  Febru¬ 
ary  12,  1970.  An  original  and  *15  copies 
of  affidavits  of  fact  and  memoranda  of 
law  are  required  to  be  filed  with  the 
Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20573.  Copies  of 
any  papers  filea  with  the  Secretary 
should  also  be  served  upon  all  parties 
hereto.  Oral  argument  will  be  heard  at 
a  date  and  time  to  be  announced  later. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  Boston 
Shipping  Association,  Inc.,  is  hereby 
made  respondent  in  this  proceeding  and 
United  Stevedoring  Corp.  is  made 
petitioner. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  this  order 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
and  served  upon  respondent  and 
petitioner. 

Persons  other  than  respondent,  peti¬ 
tioner,  and  Hearing  Counsel  who  desire 
to  become  parties  to  this  proceeding  shall 
file  a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  in 
accordance  with  Rule  5(1)  (46  CFR 
502.72)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  no  later  than 
January  21, 1970. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-664;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:49  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  70-4] 

YORK  FORWARDING  CORP.  ET  AL. 
Notice  of  Investigation  and  Hearing 

York  Forwarding  Corp.  (York),  33 
Worth  Street,  New  York,  N.Y.  10013,  was 
issued  Independent  Ocean  Freight  For¬ 
warder  License  No.  439  by  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  on  April  8,  1964. 
J.  B.  Wood  Shipping  Co.,  Inc.  (Wood), 
33  Worth  Street,  New  York,  N.Y.  10013, 
was  issued  Independent  Ocean  Freight 
Forwarder  License  No.  81  by  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  on  February  8, 
1963.  Edwards  Fuge  Corp.  (EFC)  33 
Worth  Street,  New  York,  N.Y.  10013  acts 
as  a  purchasing  agent  and  shipper  to 
foreign  countries  by  oceangoing  common 
carrier. 

It  has  come  to  the  attention  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission  that  York 
and  Wood  are  associated  with  and  may 
be  controlled  by  EFC  contrary  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  sections  1  and  44  of  the  Ship¬ 
ping  Act,  1916  (46  U.S.C.  801,  841b),  and 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  General 
Order  4  which  prohibit  direct  or  indirect 
control  relationships  between  an  inde¬ 
pendent  ocean  freight  forwarder  and 
shipper  to  foreign  countries. 
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The  Federal  Maritime  Commission  also 
(ias  reason  to  believe  that  York  has 
violated  §  510.24(c),  General  Order  4, 
has  falsified  its  application  for  its  afore¬ 
said  independent  ocean  freight  forwarder 
license,  and,  together  with  Wood,  is  op¬ 
erating  in  violation  of  section  15, 
Shipping  Act,  1916  (46  U.S.C.  814). 

Section  510.24(c)  prohibitis  a  licensee 
from  sharing,  directly  or  indirectly,  any 
compensation  or  freight  forwarding  fee 
with  a  shipper,  consignee,  seller,  pur¬ 
chaser,  or  their  agents,  affiliates,  or  em¬ 
ployees;  or  with  any  person  advancing 
the  purchase  price  of  the  merchandise 
or  guaranteeing  payment  of  the  mer¬ 
chandise  or  guaranteeing  payment 
therefor;  or  with  any  person  having  a 
beneficial  interest  in  the  shipment. 

Section  15,  Shipping  Act,  1916,  pro¬ 
vides,  in  pertinent  part; 

that  every  *  *  *  person  subject  to  this  Act, 
shall  file  immediately  with  the  Commission 
a  true  copy,  or  if  oral,  a  true  and  complete 
memorandum,  of  every  agreement  with 
another  such  *  *  *  person  Subject  to  this 
Act  *  *  *;  controlling,  regulating,  prevent¬ 
ing,  or  destroying  competition  *  *  *,  or  in 
any  manner  providing  for  an  exclusive 
preferential  or  cooperative  working 
arrangement. 

In  addition,  §  510.9,  General  Order  4, 
provides  that  a  license  may  be  revoked 
after  notice  and  hearing  for  violation  of 
any  provision  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916, 
failure  to  comply  with  any  lawful  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Commission  or  for  sub¬ 
mitting  willfully  false  statements  to  the 
Commission  in  connection  with  an 
application  for  a  license. 

It  also  has  come  to  the  attention  of  the 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  that  EFC, 
as  a  shipper-client  of  York  and/or  Wood, 
may  have  violated  section  16,  first  para¬ 
graph,  Shipping  Act,  1916  (46  U.S.C.  815) 
through  its  acceptance  of  monies  from 
York  and/or  Wood,  either  directly  or 
through  the  relatives  of  the  owners  of 
EFC. 

Section  16,  first  paragraph,  provides  in 
part: 

That  is  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  shipper, 
knowingly  and  wilfully,  directly  or  Indirectly, 
by  means  of  *  *  *  unjust  or  unfair  device 
*  •  *  to  obtain  or  attempt  to  obtain  trans¬ 
portation  by  water  for  property  at  less  than 
the  rates  or  charges  which  would  otherwise 
be  applicable. 

The  Commission  also  has  reason  to  be¬ 
lieve  that  York  and/or  Wood  may  have 
violated  section  16  Second,  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (46  U.S.C.  815)  by  indirectly  allow¬ 
ing  EFC  to  obtain  transportation  for 
property  by  oceangoing  common  carriers 
at  less  than  the  freight  rates  established 
by  such  carriers  through  the  unjust 
means  of  permitting  EFC  to  benefit  from 
the  compensation  received  by  York  and/ 
or  Wood  on  EFC  shipments. 

Section  16  Second  provides  that  it  shall 
be  unlawful  for  forwarder: 

To  allow  any  person  to  obtain  transporta¬ 
tion  for  property  at  less  than  the  regular 
rates  or  charges  then  established  and  en¬ 
forced  on  the  line  of  such  carrier  by  means 
of  false  billing,  false  classification,  false 
weighing,  false  report  of  weight,  or  by  any 
other  unjust  or  unfair  device  or  means. 

Therefore  it  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to 
sections  22  and  44  of  the  Shipping  Act, 


1916  (46  U.S.C.  821,  841b),  that  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  hereby  instituted  to  determine 
whether  York  and  Wood  continue  to 
qualify  as  independent  freight  forward¬ 
ers  and  whether  their  licenses  should  be 
continued  in  effect  or  be  revoked  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  44  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916,  and  §  510.9  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  General  Order  4. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  this  ordered 
proceeding  determine  whether  York  and 
Wood  are  in  fact  independent  of  shipper 
connections  as  defined  by  section  1,  of 
Shipping  Act,  1916. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  ordered 
proceeding  determine  whether  York  and 
Wood  are  operating  in  violation  of  sec¬ 
tion  15,  Shipping  Act,  1916,  or  have  so 
operated  by  carrying  out  an  unapproved 
exclusive  cooperative  working  agreement. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  determine  whether  EFC  did  vio¬ 
late  section  16,  first  paragraph.  Shipping 
Act,  1916,  by  having  obtained,  or  at¬ 
tempting  to  have  obtained,  directly  or 
indirectly,  transportation  by  water  for 
property  at  less  than  the  rates  or  charges 
which  would  otherwise  be  applicable. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  determine  whether  York  and/or 
Wood  did  violate  section  16  Second,  Ship¬ 
ping  Act,  1916. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  determine  whether  York  did  vio¬ 
late  §  510.24(c)  of  General  Order  4,  and 
whether  it  wilfully  falsified  its  applica¬ 
tion  for  its  license  No.  439. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  York  For¬ 
warding  Corp.,  J.  B.  Wood  Shipping  Co., 
Inc.,  and  Edwards  Fuge  Corp.  be  made 
respondents  in  this  proceeding  and  that 
the  matter  be  assigned  for  hearing  before 
an  Examiner  of  the  Commission’s  Office 
of  Hearing  Examiners  at  a  date  and 
place  to  be  announced  by  the  Presiding 
Examiner. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  notice  of 
this  order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  a  copy  thereof  and  notice 
of  hearing  be  served  upon  respondents. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  any  person, 
other  than  respondents,  who  desire  to 
become  a  party  to  this  proceeding  and  to 
participate  therein  shall  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  with  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573,  with  copies  to  respondents. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  all  future 
notices  issued  by  or  on  behalf  of  the 
Commission  in  this  proceeding,  including 
notice  of  time  and  place  of  hearing  or 
prehearing  conference,  shall  be  mailed 
directly  to  all  parties  of  record. 

t seal ]  Francis  C.  Hurne y, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-665;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:49  a.m.] 
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convenience  and  necessity,  dismissing 
application,  amending  orders  issuing 
certificates,  permitting  and  approving 
abandonment  of  service,  terminating 
certificates,  terminating  proceeding,  sub¬ 
stituting  respondents,  making  successor 
corespondent,  redesignating  proceedings, 
schedules  and  supplements  for  filing. 

Each  of  the  applicants  listed  herein 
has  filed  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certif¬ 
icate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  authorizing  the  sale  and  delivery  of 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  or 
for  permission  and  approval  to  abandon 
service  or  a  petition  to  amend  an  order 
issuing  a  certificate,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  applications  and  peti¬ 
tions,  as  supplemented  and  amended. 

Applicants  have  filed  related  FPC  gas 
rate  schedules  or  supplements  thereto 
and  propose  to  initiate,  abandon,  add  to, 
or  discontinue  in  part  natural  gas  serv¬ 
ice  in  interstate  commerce  as  indicated 
in  the  tabulation  herein.  All  sales  certifi¬ 
cated  herein  are  at  rates  either  equal  to 
or  below  the  ceiling  prices  established 
by  the  Commission’s  statement  of  gen¬ 
eral  policy  No.  61-1,  as  amended,  or  in¬ 
volve  sales  for  which  permanent  certifi¬ 
cates  have  been  previously  issued;  ex¬ 
cept  that  sales  from  areas  for  which 
area  rates  have  been  determined  are 
authorized  to  be  made  at  or  below  the 
applicable  area  base  rates  adjusted  for 
quality  of  the  gas,  and  under  the  condi¬ 
tions  prescribed  in  the  orders  determin¬ 
ing  said  rates. 

Kimbell,  Inc.,  proposes  to  continue 
sales  of  natural  gas  heretofore  author¬ 
ized  to  be  made  pursuant  to  FPC  gas  rate 
schedules  of  the  Kay  Kimbell  Estate. 
Said  rate  schedules  will  be  redesignated 
as  those  of  Kimbell,  Inc.  The  presently 
effective  rates  under  certain  rate  sched¬ 
ules,  as  set  forth  below,  are  in  effect  sub¬ 
ject  to  refund; 


Certificate 
Docket  No. 

Predecessor’s 
FPC  gas  rate 
schedule 

No. 

Rate  pro¬ 
ceeding 
Docket  No. 

G-18228 _ _ 

•  I 

RI64-524. 

G-13558 _ _ _ 

.  .  2  3 

G-20538. 

CI61-138 _ 

'5 

RI64-524. 

C 161-389 _ 

•6 

RI64-524. 

C 161-154 _ _ _ 

18 

R 164-524. 

CI61-1049 _ 

>10 

RI64-524. 

C 161-1286 _ 

•11 

R 164-524. 

C161-1334... . . 

2 12 

RI64-524. 

0162-1105 _ _ 

14 

HI 68  243. 

0163-1416 _ 

15 

RI68-515. 

1  (Operator)  et  al. " 

2et  al. 

On  December  30,  1968,  Kay  Kimbell 
Estate  filed  with  the  Commission  notices 
of  changes  in  rate,  as  supplemented 
April  21,  1969,  under  its  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedules  Nos.  1,  5,  6,  8,  10,  11,  and  12. 
By  order  issued  January  22,  1969,  in 
Docket  No.  RI69-479  et  al.,  as  amended 
by  order  issued  May  14,  1969,  in  Docket 
No.  RI69-480,  the  Commission  sus¬ 
pended  the  proposed  changes  in  Docket 
No.  RI69-480  until  June  30,  1969,  and 
thereafter  until  made  effective.  The  no¬ 
tices  of  change  were  designated  as  Sup¬ 
plements  Nos.  4,  2,  3,  2,  2,  2,  and  3  to 
Kay  Kimbell  Estate’s  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedules  Nos.  1,  5,  6,  8,  10,  11.  and  12, 
respectively;  and  the  supplements  filed 
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April  21,  1969,  were  each  designated  as 
Supplement  No.  1  to  the  aforementioned 
supplements.  On  June  4,  1969,  Kimbell, 
Inc.,  filed  motions  to  make  the  changes 
in  rate  effective  subject  to  refund.  Kim¬ 
bell,  Inc.,  has  filed  in  each  rate  proceed¬ 
ing,  except  in  Docket  No.  G-20538,  an 
agreement  and  undertaking  to  assure 
the  refunds  of  any  amounts  collected  by 
it  in  excess  of  the  amounts  determined  to 
be  just  and  reasonable  in  said  proceed¬ 
ings.  Therefore,  Kimbell,  Inc.,  will  be 
made  a  corespondent  in  each  proceeding 
except  in  Docket  No.  RI69-480;  Kimbell, 
Inc.,  will  be  substituted  in  lieu  of  Kay 
Kimbell  Estate  as  respondent  in  Docket 
No.  RI69-480;  the  proceedings  will  be 
redesignated  accordingly;  the  changes  in 
rate  will  be  made  effective  subject  to 
refund;  the  agreements  and  undertak¬ 
ings  will  be  accepted  for  filing ;  and  Kim¬ 
bell,  Inc.,  will  be  required  to  file  an 
agreement  and  undertaking  in  Docket 
No.  G-20538. 

PetroDynamics,  Inc.  (Operator)  et  al., 
applicant  in  Docket  No.  CI64-1173,  pro¬ 
poses  to  continue  the  sale  of  natural  gas 
heretofore  authorized  in  said  docket  to  be 
made  pursuant  to  Jas.  F.  Smith  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  13.  Said  rate  schedule 
will  be  redesignated  as  that  of  applicant. 
The  presently  effective  rate  under  said 
rate  schedule  is  in  effect  subject  to  re¬ 
fund  in  Docket  No.  RI65-321.  Applicant 
indicates  in  its  certificate  application 
that  it  intends  to  assume  the  total  refund 
obligation  from  the  time  that  the  in¬ 
creased  rate  was  made  effective  subject 
to  refund.  Therefore,  applicant  will  be 
substituted  in  lieu  of  Jas.  F.  Smith  as 
respondent  in  the  proceeding  pending  in 
Docket  No.  RI65-321  and  the  proceeding 
will  be  redesignated  accordingly. 

The  Commission’s  staff  has  reviewed 
each  application  and  recommends  each 
action  ordered  as  consistent  with  all  sub¬ 
stantive  Commission  policies  and  re¬ 
quired  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity. 

After  due  notice  by  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  notices  of  interven¬ 
tion  by  The  People  of  The  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  The  Public  Utilities  Commis¬ 
sion  of  The  State  of  California  and  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  the  State 
of  New  York  were  filed  in  Dockets  Nos. 
CI69-228  and  CI70-235,  respectively,  in 
the  matter  of  the  applications  filed  on 
June  11,  1969,  and  September  8,  1969, 
respectively.  Said  notices  have  either 
been  withdrawn  or  are  not  in  opposition 
to  the  granting  of  the  applications.  No 
other  petitions  to  intervene,  notices  of 
intervention,  or  protests  to  the  granting 
of  any  of  the  applications  have  been  filed. 

At  a  hearing  held  on  December  30, 
1969,  the  Commission  oh  its  own  motion 
received  and  made  a  part  of  the  record 
in  this  proceeding  all  evidence,  includ¬ 
ing  the  applications  and  petitions,  as  sup¬ 
plemented  and  amended,  and  exhibits 
thereto  submitted  in  support  of  the  au¬ 
thorizations  sought  herein,  and  upon  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  record, 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  Each  applicant  herein  is  a  "nat¬ 
ural-gas  company”  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  as  heretofore 


found  by  the  Commission  or  will  be  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  sale  of  natural  gas  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  for  resale  for  ultimate 
public  consumption,  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Commission,  and  will, 
therefore,  be  a  “natural-gas  company” 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  upon  the  commencement  of  service 
under  the  authorizations  hereinafter 
granted. 

(2)  The  sales  of  natural  gas  hereinbe¬ 
fore  described,  as  more  fully  described  in 
the  applications  in  this  proceeding,  will 
be  made  in  interstate  commerce  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion;  and  such  sales  by  applicants,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  construction  and 
operation  of  any  facilities  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  necessary 
therefor,  are  subject  to  the  requirements 
of  subsections  (c)  and  (e)  of  section  7 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(3)  Applicants  are  able  and  willing 
properly  to  do  the  acts  and  to  perform 
the  service  proposed  and  to  conform  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
the  requirements,  rules  and  regulations 
of  the  Commission  thereunder. 

(4)  The  sales  of  natural  gas  by  ap¬ 
plicants,  together  with  the  construction 
and  operation  of  any  facilities  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  nec¬ 
essary  therefor,  are  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  and  cer¬ 
tificates  therefor  should  be  issued  as 
hereinafter  ordered  and  conditioned. 

(5)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  the  application  filed 
by  Mobil  Oil  Corp.,  on  June  24,  1968,  in 
Docket  No.  G-14908  should  be  dismissed 
as  moot. 

(6)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  that  the  orders 
issuing  certificates  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  in  various  dockets  involved 
herein  should  be  amended  as  hereinafter 
ordered  and  conditioned. 

(7)  The  sales  of  natural  gas  proposed 
to  be  abandoned  as  hereinbefore  de¬ 
scribed  and  as  more  fully  described  in 
the  applications  and  in  the  tabulation 
herein  are  subject  to  the  requirements 
of  subsection  (b)  of  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(8)  The  abandonments  proposed  by 
applicants  herein  are  permitted  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity  and 
should  be  approved  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

(9)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  the  certificates  here¬ 
tofore  issued  to  applicants  relating  to 
the  abandonments  hereinafter  permitted 
and  approved  should  be  terminated  or 
that  the  orders  issuing  said  certificates 
should  be  amended  by  deleting  there¬ 
from  authorization  to  sell  natural  gas 
from  the  subject  acreage. 

(10)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  rate  suspension 
proceeding  pending  in  Docket  No.  RI70- 
132  should  be  terminated  only  with  re¬ 
spect  to  sales  made  pursuant  to  At¬ 


lantic  Richfield  Co.  (Operator)  et  al., 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  295. 

(11)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  In 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  Kimbell,  Inc.,  should 
be  made  a  corespondent  in  the  proceed- 
ings  pending  in  Dockets  Nos.  G-20538 
RI64-524,  RI68-243,  and  RI68-515;  that 
Kimbell,  Inc.,  should  be  substituted  in 
lieu  of  Kay  Kimbell  Estate  as  respondent 
in  the  proceeding  pending  in  Docket  No. 
RI69-480;  that  said  proceedings  should 
be  redesignated  accordingly;  that  the 
changes  in  rate  suspended  in  Docket  No. 
RI69-480  should  be  made  effective  sub¬ 
ject  to  refund;  that  the  agreements  and 
undertakings  submitted  by  Kimbell,  Inc., 
should  be  accepted  for  filing;  and  that 
Kimbell,  Inc.,  should  be  required  to  file 
an  agreement  and  undertaking  in  Docket 
No.  G-20538. 

(12)  It  is  nessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  PetroDynamics,  Inc. 
(Operator)  et  al.,  should  be  substituted 
in  lieu  of  Jas.  F.  Smith  as  respondent  in 
the  proceeding  pending  in  Docket  No. 
RI65-321  and  that  said  proceeding 
should  be  redesignated  accordingly. 

(13)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  FPC  gas  rate 
schedules  and  supplements  related  to  the 
authorizations  hereinafter  granted 
should  be  accepted  for  filing. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Certificates  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  are  issued  upon  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  this  order  authorizing 
sales  by  applicants  of  natural  gas  in  in¬ 
terstate  commerce  for  resale,  together 
with  the  construction  and  operation  of 
any  facilities  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Commission  necessary  therefor, 
all  as  hereinbefore  described  and  as  more 
fully  described  in  the  applications  and 
in  the  tabulation  herein. 

(B)  The  certificates  granted  in  para¬ 
graph  (A)  above  are  not  transferable 
and  shall  be  effective  only  so  long  as  ap¬ 
plicants  continue  the  acts  or  operations 
hereby  authorized  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  applicable  rules,  regulations  and 
orders  of  the  Commission. 

(C)  The  grant  of  the  certificates  is¬ 
sued  in  paragraph  (A)  above  shall  not 
be  construed  as  a  waiver  of  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  4  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  or  of  Part  154  or  Part  157  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  thereunder 
and  is  without  prejudice  to  any  findings 
or  orders  which  have  been  or  which  may 
hereafter  be  made  by  the  Commission  in 
any  proceedings  now  pending  or  here¬ 
after  instituted  by  or  against  applicants. 
Further,  our  action  in  this  proceeding 
shall  not  foreclose  nor  prejudice  any 
future  proceedings  or  objections  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  operation  of  any  price  or  re¬ 
lated  provisions  in  the  gas  purchase 
contracts  herein  involved.  Nor  shall  the 
grant  of  the  certificates  aforesaid  for 
service  to  the  particular  customers  in¬ 
volved  imply  approval  of  all  of  the  terms 
of  the  contracts,  particularly  as  to  the 
cessation  of  service  upon  termination  of 
said  contracts  as  provided  by  section 
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7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  The  grant 
of  the  certificates  aforesaid  shall  not  be 
construed  to  preclude  the  imposition  of 
any  sanctions  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  the  unauthor¬ 
ized  commencement  of  any  sales  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas  subject  to  said  certificates. 

(D)  The  certificates  issued  herein  and 
the  amended  certificates  are  subject  to 
the  following  conditions: 

.  (a)  The  initial  rates  for  sales  author¬ 

ized  in  Dockets  Nos.  CJ70-293  and  CI70- 
418  shall  be  the  applicable  area  base 
rates  prescribed  in  Opinion  No.  468,  as 
modified  by  Opinion  No.  468-A,  as  ad¬ 
justed  for  quality  of  gas,  or  the  contract 
rates,  whichever  are  lower.  If  the  quality 
of  the  gas  delivered  by  applicants  devi¬ 
ates  at  any  time  from  the  quality  stand¬ 
ards  set  forth  in  Opinion  No.  468,  as 
modified  by  Opinion  No.  468-A,  so  as  to 
require  a  downward  adjustment  of  the 
existing  rate,  a  notice  of  change  in  rate 
shall  be  filed  pursuant  to  section  4  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act:  Provided,  however. 
That  adjustments  reflecting  changes  in 
'  B.t.u.  content  of  the  gas  shall  be  com¬ 
puted  by  the  applicable  formula  and 
,  charged  without  the  filing  of  a  notice 
;  of  change  in  rate.  Within  90  days  from 
"  the  date  of  initial  delivery  applicant  in 
'  Docket  No.  CI70-293  shall  file  a  rate 
schedule  quality  statement  in  the  form 
prescribed  in  Opinion  No.  468-A. 

(b)  The  initial  rate  for  the  sale  au- 
e  thorized  in  Docket  No.  CI70-276  shall  be 
15  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  p.s.i.a.  Within 
-  I  30  days  from  the  date  of  this  order  ap- 
I  plicant  shall  file  a  billing  statement  re- 
r  I  fleeting  the  15  cents  rate  as  required  by 
lf  I  the  regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
D  Act. 

r,  (c)  The  initial  rate  for  sales  author- 
«  ized  in  Dockets  Nos.  CI69-345  and  CI70- 
ij  235  shall  be  16  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65 
p.s.i.a.  Applicant  in  Docket  No.  CI70- 
235  shall  not  require  buyer  to  take-or- 
le  pay  for  an  annual  quantity  of  gas-well 
gas  which  is  in  excess  of  an  average  of  1 
u  Mcf  per  day  for  each  7,3  JO  Mcf  of  deter- 
h  mined  gas-well  gas  reserve^. 

:t  (d)  The  initial  rate  for  sales  author- 
d  ized  in  Dockets  Nos.  CI70-9  and  CI70-323 

shall  be  17  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  p.s.i.a. 
including  tax  reimbursement  and  subject 
3t  to  B.t.u.  adjustment. 

>-  (e)  Applicants  in  Dockets  Nos.  CI70- 

is  279  and  CI70-323  shall  not  require  buyers 

le  to  take-or-pay  for  an  annual  quantity 

;r  of  gas-well  gas  during  the  first  2  con- 

js  tract  years  which  is  in  excess  of  an 

iy  average  of  1  Mcf  per  day  for  each  3,650 

in  Mcf  of  determined  gas-well  gas  reserves 

i-  and  1  Mcf  per  day  for  each  7,300  Mcf 

5.  of  determined  gas  reserves  thereafter. 

ig  (E)  The  authorization  granted  in 
iy  Docket  No.  CI70-276  involving  the  sale 

t-  of  gas  by  Arkla  Exploration  Co.  (Oper- 

i-  ator)  et  al.,  to  its  affiliate,  Arkansas 

se  Louisiana  Gas  Co.,  determines  the  rate 

le  which  legally  may  be  paid  by  the  buyer 

or  to  the  seller,  but  is  without  prejudice 

i-  to  any  action  which  the  Commission  may 

as  take  in  any  rate  proceeding  involving 

ie  either  company. 

(P)  Within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
)n  this  order  applicants  in  Dockets  Nos. 

CI69-228,  and  CI69-538  shall  file  esti¬ 


mated  billing  statements  as  required  by 
the  regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act. 

(G)  The  application  filed  by  Mobil 
Oil  Corp.  on  June  24,  1968,  in  Docket 
No.  G-14908  is  dismissed  as  moot. 

(H)  The  orders  issuing  certificates  in 
Dockets  Nos.  G-7241,  G-7517,  G-18371, 
CI61-537,  CI62-825„  CI64-175,  CI64- 
1115,  CI65-767,  CI68-679,  CI68-1148, 
CI68-1291,  CI68-1384,  CI69-228,  CI69- 
345,  CI69-538,  CI69-551,  CI69-876,  CI69- 
877,  CI69-1176,  and  CI70-9  are  amended 
by  adding  thereto  or  deleting  therefrom 
authorization  to  sell  natural  gas  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  tabulation  herein. 

(I)  The  authorization  granted  in 
paragraph  (H)  above  in  Docket  No.  G- 
7517  shall  not  be  construed  to  relieve 
applicant  of  any  refund  obligations  in 
the  rate  suspension  proceedings  pending 
in  Dockets  Nos.  RI61-192,  RI62-121, 
RI63-81,  RI64-222,  and  RI69-163. 

(J)  The  authorization  granted  in 
paragraph  (H)  above  in  Docket  No. 
CI61-537  shall  not  be  construed  to  re¬ 
lieve  applicant  of  any  refund  obligations 
in  the  rate  suspension  proceeding  pend¬ 
ing  in  Docket  No.  RI66-389. 

(K)  The  order  issuing  a  certificate  in 
Docket  No.  G-18549  is  amended  to  in¬ 
clude  the  interest  of  the  nonsignatory 
coowner,  Mobil  Oil  Corp. 

(L)  The  order  issuing  a  certificate  in 
Docket  No.  CI67-248  is  amended  by  au¬ 
thorizing  the  gathering  and  compression 
of  gas  for  Bodcaw  Co. 

(M)  The  orders  issuing  certificates  in 
Dockets  Nos.  G-4547,  G-4579,  and  G- 
15714  are  amended  by  deleting  there¬ 
from  authorization  to  sell  natural  gas 
from  acreage  assigned  to  applicants  in 
Dockets  Nos.  CI69-876,  CI70-397,  and 
CI70-325,  respectively. 

(N)  The  order  issuing  a  certificate  in 
Docket  No.  CI60-467  is  amended  to  re¬ 
flect  the  change  in  operator  as  described 
in  the  tabulation  herein. 

(O)  The  orders  issuing  certificates  in 

Dockets  Nos.  G-12254,  G-13558,  G- 
18228,  G-18229,  G-20350,  CI60-715, 

CI61-138,  CI61-154,  CI61-389,  CI61- 

695,  CI61-1049,  CI61-1286,  CI61-1334, 
CI61-1653,  CI62-39,  CI62-1105,  CI62- 
1357,  CI63-1416,  and  CI64-1173  are 
amended  by  substituting  the  successors 
in  interest  as  certificate  holders. 

(P)  Permission  for  and  approval  of 
the  abandonment  of  service  by  appli¬ 
cants,  as  hereinbefore  described,  all  as 
more  fully  described  in  the  applications 
and  in  the  tabulation  herein  are  granted. 

(Q)  Permission  for  and  approval  of 

the  abandonments  in  Dockets  Nos.  CI68- 
1437,  CI70-350,  CI70-419,  and  CI70-426 
shall  not  be  construed  to  relieve  appli¬ 
cants  of  any  refund  obligations  in  the 
related  rate  suspension  proceedings 
pending  in  Dockets  Nos.  RI67-254, 
RI69-654,  RI68-518,  and  RI65-560, 

respectively. 

(R)  The  certificate  heretofore  issued 
in  Docket  No.  G-3891  is  terminated  only 
with  respect  to  sales  made  pursuant  to 
Frank  J.  Hall  et  al.,  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  4. 

(S)  The  certificates  heretofore  issued 
in  Dockets  Nos.  G-2609,  G-5342,  G-14908, 
CI61-206,  CI63-583,  0164^517,  CI64- 


684,  CI65-737,  CI65-897,  CI66-342,  and 
CI66-707  are  terminated. 

(T)  The  rate  suspension  proceeding 
pending  in  Docket  No.  RI-132  is  ter¬ 
minated  only  with  respect  to  sales  made 
pursuant  to  Atlantic  Richfield  Co. 
(Operator)  et  al.,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  No.  295. 

(U)  Kimbell,  Inc.,  is  made  a  co¬ 
respondent  in  the  proceedings  pending 
in  Dockets  Nos.  G-20538,  RI64-524,  RI68- 
243,  and  RI68-515;  said  proceedings  are 
redesignated  accordingly;  and  the  agree¬ 
ments  and  undertakings  submitted  in 
said  proceedings,  except  in  Docket  No. 
G-20538,  are  accepted  for  filing.  Kimbell, 
Inc.,  shall  comply  with  the  refunding 
and  reporting  procedure  required  by  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of  the 
regulations  thereunder.  The  agreements 
and  undertakings  shall  remain  in  full 
force  and  effect  until  discharged  by  the 
Commission. 

(V)  Kimbell,  Inc.,  is  substituted  in  lieu 
of  Kay  Kimbell  Estate  as  respondent  in 
the  proceeding  pending  in  Docket  No.  RI 
69-480;  said  proceeding  is  redesignated 
accordingly;  and  the  agreements  and 
undertakings  submitted  in  said  proceed¬ 
ing  are  accepted  for  filing.  The  rates, 
charges,  and  classifications  set  forth  in 
Supplement  Nos.  1  to  Supplement  Nos. 
4,  2,  3,  2,  2,  2,  and  3  to  Kimbell,  Inc., 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedules  Nos.  1,  5,  6,  8, 
10, 11,  and  ^respectively,  shall  be  effec¬ 
tive  subject  to  refund  as  of  June  30, 1969. 
Said  effective  rates  shall  be  charged  and 
collected  as  of  the  effective  date  subject 
to  any  future  orders  of  the  Commission 
in  Docket  No.  RI69-480.  Kimbell,  Inc., 
shall  comply  with  the  refunding  and 
reporting  procedure  required  by  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  thereunder.  The  agreements  and 
undertakings  shall  remain  in  full  force 
and  effect  until  discharged  by  the 
Commission. 

(W)  Within  30  days  from  the  issuance 
of  this  order,  Kimbell,  Inc.,  shall  execute, 
in  the  form  set  out  below,  and  shall  file 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
an  acceptable  agreement  and  undertak¬ 
ing  in  Docket  No.  G-20538  to  assure  the 
refund  of  any  amounts  collected  by  it, 
together  with  interest  at  the  applicable 
rates,  in  excess  of  the  amount  determined 
to  be  just  and  reasonable  in  said  proceed¬ 
ing.  The  agreement  and  undertaking 
shall  remain  in  full  force  and  effect  until 
discharged  by  the  Commission. 

(X)  PetroDynamics,  Inc.  (Operator) , 
et  al.,  is  substituted  in  lieu  of  Jas.  F. 
Smith  as  respondent  in  the  proceeding 
pending  in  Docket  No.  RI65-321  and 
said  proceeding  is  redesignated  accord¬ 
ingly.  PetroDynamics  shall  comply  with 
the  refunding  and  reporting  procedure 
required  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
§  154.102  of  the  regulations  thereunder. 

(Y)  The  rate  schedules  and  rate 
schedule  supplements  related  to  the  au¬ 
thorizations  granted  herein  are  accepted 
for  filing  or  are  redesignated,  all  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  tabulation  herein. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Acting  Secretary. 
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•  Assigns  a  portion  of  Continental’s  gathering  system  to  Applicant. 

10  Mobil  proposes  to  delete  certain  nonproductive  acreage  which  has  been  released  from  dedication  pursuant  to 
related  rate  filings  due  to  cancellation  of  the  leases. 

n  From  Blaho  to  Mossor. 

n  Deletes  acreage  assigned  to  Jack  Shear  d.b.a.  Quality  Supply  Co.  Mobil  also  submitted  an  assignment  whereby 
Mobil  assigned  lease,  well  and  equipment  to  Quality  Supply  Co.  who  in  turn  plugged  and  abandoned  well  as  of 
Sept.  13, 1969.  By  letter  dated  Nov.  4, 1969,  Quality  Supply  Co.  indicated  that  no  sales  were  made  by  them  from  the 
subject  lease. 

u  Provides  for  change  in  method  of  determining  specific  gravity. 

i*  Applicant  requests  authorization  to  gather  and  process  the  subject  gas  in  its  plant.  Then  the  gas  will  be  delivered 
to  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp.  under  Bodcaw  Co.  FPC  GRS  No.  5  under  temporary  authorization  in  Docket 
No.  CI69-1200. 

u  Applicant’s  petition  to  amend  the  certificate  filed  In  Docket  No.  G-14908  on  June  24, 1968,  will  be  dismissed  as 
moot. 

11  Includes  assignment  dated  Mar.  26, 1968,  whereby  Mobil  assigned  certain  acreage  to  Robert  Burke,  Trustee,  the 
remaining  acreage  depleted  and  returned  to  landowners. 

u  Includes  copy  of  amendment  dated  Apr.  6, 1968,  between  Mobil  and  Shell  Oil  Co.  whereby  the  contract  is  canceled, 
n  Contract  rate  is  16  cents  per  Mcf;  however,  applicant  proposes  a  rate  of  15  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  p.s.i.a. 
n  Transfers  interest  in  lease  presently  covered  under  Atlantic  Richfield  Co.  FPC  GRS  No.  498  to  R.  C.  Wynn. 

Sale  presently  being  made  in  intrastate  commerce. 

»  For  resale  to  Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Inc.,  as  authorized  in  Docket  No.  CI69-1227. 
ii  Filed  Nov.  6, 1969.  Accepts  conditioned  temporary  certificate  issued  Oct.  30, 1969.  Applicant  advises  willingness 
to  accept  permanent  autho;  ization  conditioned  to  17  cents  per  Mcf  including  tax  reimbursement  and  subject  to 
B.t.u.  adjustment. 

2i  Complies  with  temporary  certificate  dated  Sept.  26,  1969,  wherein  applicant  agrees  to  accept  a  permanent  cer¬ 
tificate  at  a  rate  of  16  cents  per  Mcf  and  to  limit  buyer’s  take-or-pay  obligation  to  a  1  to  7,300  reserves  ratio. 

“By  letter  dated  Oct.  21,  1969,  applicant  advised  willingness  to  accept  a  permanent  certificate  at  15  cents  per 
Mcf  at  14.65  p.s.i.a. 

2i  Ratifies  basic  contract  dated  Mar.  15,  1962  between  Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  (now  Atlantic  Richfield  Co.)  and 
buyer. 

2«  Filed  Nov.  4, 1969.  Accepts  conditioned  temporary  certificate  issued  Oct.  16, 1969.  Applicant  advises  willingness 
to  accept  a  permanent  certificate  conditioned  to  limit  buyer's  takc-or-pay  obligation  to  a  1  to  3,650  ratio  of  takes  to 
reserves  during  the  first  2  years  and  a  1  to  7,300  ratio  thereafter. 

87  By  letter  filed  Oct.  16, 1969,  applicant  agreed  to  accept  a  permanent  certificate  conditioned  as  Opinion  No.  468. 
2i  Complies  with  temporary  certificate  issued  Oct.  23,  1969.  Applicant  states  willingness  to  accept  a  permanent 
certificate  conditioned  to  17  cents  per  Mcf  subject  to  upward  and  downward  B.t.u.  adjustment  and  to  a  take-or-pay 
obligation  limited  to  a  1  to  3,650  ratio  of  takes  to  reserves  during  the  first  2  years  and  a  1  to  7,300  ratio  thereafter. 

2>  Adopts  terms  of  predecessor’s  contract  dated  July  7,  1958. 
in  Currently  on  file  as  Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Co.  FPC  GRS  No.  239. 

*•  Provides  for  5-year  make-up  period  for  gas  paid  for  but  not  taken. 

82  Applicant’s  plant  has  become  uneconomical  to  operate.  Gas  will  be  delivered  to  Phillips  Petroleum  Co.’s  Tun- 
still  Plant  for  resale  to  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co. 
is  Production  from  the  Newburg  Sand  only. 

M  Covers  Interest  of  W.  O.  Walton,  Jr.,  Trustee. 

81  Covers  interest  of  Ethel  Wilson. 

8«  Document  whereby  applicant  acquired  an  interest  in  the  subject  properties  (sale  being  rendered  on  June  7, 
1954,  by  predecessors;  no  certificate  or  rate  filings  were  made  by  predecessors). 

8>  Between  Cities  Service  Oil  Co.  and  Trunkline  Gas  Co.;  on  file  as  Cities  Service  Oil  Co.  (Operator)  et  al.,  FPC 
GRS  No.  1. 

*•  Assigns  acreage  from  Cities  Service  Oil  Co.  to  Prairie  Producing  Co.  to  a  depth  of  10,915  feet,  save  and  except  the 
depth  interval  between  9,080  feet  to  9,135  feet. 

••  Sale  initiated  under  applicant’s  small  producer  certificate  in  Docket  No.  CS67-33. 

“  Includes  assignment  dated  June  26, 1968,  whereby  Phillips  assigned  all  of  its  remaining  rights  in  acreage  covered 
by  the  rate  schedule  to  Charles  Goodall;  reserves  are  depleted. 

«  Other  sales  covered  under  the  certificate  in  Docket  No.  G-3891;  therefore,  the  certificate  in  said  docket  will 
be  terminated  only  insofar  as  it  pertains  to  the  present  producing  zone  under  acreage  owned  by  Frank  J.  Hall  et  al. 

82  Application  filed  by  Frank  J.  Hall  et  al. 


Suggested  agreement  and  undertaking: 

Before  the  Federal  Power  Commission 

(Name  of  Respondent _ ) 

Docket  No. _ 

AGREEMENT  AND  UNDERTAKING  OF  (NAME  OF 
RESPONDENT)  TO  COMPLY  WITH  REFUNDING 
AND  REPORTING  PROVISIONS  OF  SECTION 
154.102  OF  THE  COMMISSION’S  REGULATIONS 
UNDER  THE  NATURAL  GAS  ACT 

(Name  of  Respondent)  hereby  agrees  and 
undertakes  to  comply  with  the  refunding  and 


reporting  provisions  of  section  154.102  of 
the  Commission’s  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  insofar  as  they  are  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  proceeding  in  Docket  No. _ _ 

and  has  caused  this  agreement  and  under¬ 
taking  to  be  executed  and  sealed  in  its  name 

by  a  duly  authorized  officer  this _ day 

of  . . .  196... 

(Name  of  Respondent) 

By  - . 

Attest: 


[F.R.  Doc.  70-523;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 
*  8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  RI70-1006  etc.] 

R.  W.  RINE  DRILLING  CO.  ET  AL. 
Order  Providing  for  Hearings  on  and 

Suspension  of  Proposed  Changes  in 

Rates  1 

January  7,  1970. 

The  respondents  named  herein  have 
filed  proposed  increased  rates  and 
charges  of  currently  effective  rate  sched¬ 
ules  for  sales  of  natural  gas  under  Com¬ 
mission  jurisdiction,  as  set  forth  in 
Appendix  A  hereof. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or 
otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds;  It  is  in  the 
public  interest  and  consistent  with  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission 
enter  upon  hearings  regarding  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  changes,  and 
that  the  supplements  herein  be  sus¬ 
pended  and  their  use  be  deferred  as 
ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  par¬ 
ticularly  sections  4  and  15,  the  regula¬ 
tions  pertaining  thereto  (18  CFR  Ch.  I) , 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  public  hearings  shall  be 
held  concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the 
proposed  changes. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  rate  supplements  herein  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  until 
date  shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended 
Until”  column,  and  thereafter  until 
made  effective  as  prescribed  by  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(C)  Until  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended 
supplements,  nor  the  rate  schedules 
sought  to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed 
until  disposition  of  these  proceedings  or 
expiration  of  the  suspension  period. 

(D)  Notices  of  intervention  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37(f))  on  or  before  February  20, 
1970. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Acting  Secretary. 


1  Does  not  consolidate  for  hearing  or  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  several  matters  herein. 
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Appendix  A 


Docket  Respondent 

No. 

Rate 

Sup¬ 

ple¬ 

ment 

NO. 

Purchaser  and  producing  area 

Amount  Date  Effective 
of  filing  date 

annual  tendered  unless 
increase  suspended 1 

Date 

Cents  per  Mcf  at 
14.65  p.s.i.a. 

Rate  in 
effect 
subject  to 
refund  in 
dockets 
Nos. 

ule 

No. 

pended 

until— 

Rate  In 
effect 

Proposed 

Increased 

rate 

R 170-1008..  The  R.  W.  Rine  Drilling 

Co.  (Operator)  et  al., 

R.  H.  Garvey  Bldg.,  Suite 

4 

2 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (Doby  Springs 
Field,  Harper  County,  Okla.) 
(Panhandle  Area) . 

--  $400 

12-  8-69 

1-  8-70 

6-  8-70 

17.0 

18.0 

R 165-536. 

600,  300  West  Douglas, 

Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

RI70-1007..  Caroline  Hunt  Sands  (Oper¬ 
ator)  et  al.,  1401  Elm  St., 
Dallas,  Tex.  75202. 

11 

5 

Transw, stern  P/L  Co.  (Ellis  Ranch 
Field,  Ochiltree  County,  Tex.) 
(RR.  District' No.  10). 

3,264 

12-  8-69 

1-  8-70 

6-  8-70 

19.5853 

26.1138 

R 166-50. 

RI70-1008 . do . . . 

10 

7 

Transwestern  P/L  Co.  (Mocane  Field, 
Beaver  County,  Okla.)  (Pan¬ 
handle  Area). 

7,800 

12-  8-69 

1-  8-70 

6-  8-70 

19. 5175 

26.0175 

R 168-89. 

RI70-1009..  Gulf  Oil  Coro.,  Post  Office 
Box  1589,  Tulsa,  Okla. 

74102. 

71 

11 

Natural  Gas  P/L  Co.  of  America 
(Southeast  Camrick  Pool,  Beaver 
County,  Okla.)  (Panhandle  Area). 

657 

12-  4-69 

« 1-23-70 

6-23-70 

17.0 

18.8 

RI68-25. 

- 

66 

9 

Natural  Gas  P/L  Co.  of  America 
(Southeast-  Camrick  Pool,  Texas 
County,  Okla.)  (Panhandle  Area). 

837 

12-  4-69 

»  1-23-70 

6-23-70 

17.0 

18.8 

R 168-25. 

RI70-1010..  Texaco,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box 
52332,  Houston,  Tex.  77052. 

342 

1 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Various 
Fields,  Beaver  and  Ellis  Counties, 
Okla.)  (Panhandle  Area). 

4, 645 

12-11-69 

•  2-  1-70 

7-  1-70 

17.0 

18.0 

RI70-1011..  Champlin  Petroleum  Co. 

(Operator)  et  al.,  Post 
Office  Box  9365,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.  76107. 

RI70-1012-.  Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Co., 
Post  Office  Box  871,  Tulsa, 
Okla.  74102. 

82 

4 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.  (F.  A. 
Smith  Unit,  Garfield  County, 
Okla.,  Other  Area). 

531 

12-11-69 

» 1-13-70 

6-13-70 

12.0 

13.0 

RI65-380. 

32 

7 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.  (North 
Bokoshe  Field,  Le  Flore  County, 
Okla.,  Other  Area). 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.  (Kinta 
Field,  Le  Flore  County,  and  South 
Quinton  Field,  Pittsburg  County, 
Okla.,  Other  Area). 

71 

12-10-69 

‘  1-10-70 

6-10-70 

15.0 

16. 015 

RI70-1013-.  William  E.  Snee  et  al., 

Downtown  Station,  Post 
Office  Boi  2023,  Union- 
town,  Pa.  15401. 

5 

10 

3,654 

12-12-69 

1-12-70 

6-12-70 

15.0 

16.015 

RI70-1014..  Bert  Fields,  Jr.  et  al.,  1181 
First  National  Bank 

Bldg.,  Dallas,  Tex.  75202. 

2 

6 

Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Corp.,  a 
division  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Carthage 
Field,  Panola  County,  Tex.  RR. 
District  No.  6). 

3 

12-11-69 

1-11-70 

6-11-70 

13. 6296 

14. 6936 

RI70-1015-.  Mobil  Oil  Corp.,  Pest  Office 
Box  1774,  Houston,  Tex. 

4 

7 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (Medicine 
Lodge  Field,  Barber  County,  Kans.). 

1, 825 

12-  8-69 

1-  8-70 

6-  8-70 

14.0 

15.0 

RI67-272. 

77001. 

6 

9 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (North  Rhodes 
Field,  Barber  County,  Kans.). 

3,339 

12-  8-69 

1-  8-70 

6-  8-70 

14.0 

16.0 

RI67-272. 

122 

* 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (Northwest 
Sharon  Field,  Barber  County, 
Kans.). 

1,362 

12-  8-69 

1-  8-70 

6-  8-70 

14.0 

15.0 

RI67-272. 

RI70-1016..  Mobile  Oil  Corp.  (Operator) 
et  al. 

5 

15 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (Hardtner 
Field,  Barber  County,  Kans.). 

8,814 

12-  8-69 

1-  8-70 

6-  8-70 

14.0 

15.0 

RI67-273. 

RI70-1017-.  Western  Oil  Fields,  Inc. 

(Operator)  et  al.,  1800 
Empire  Life  Bldg.,  Dallas, 

11 

9 

Transwestern  P/L  Co.  (Parsell  Field, 
Roberts  County,  Tex.)  (RR. 
District  No.  10). 

119, 048 

12-  8-69 

1-  8-70 

6-  8-70 

19.5 

26. 11375 

RI66-54. 

Tex.  75201. 

RI70-1018-.  George  Mitchell  &  Asso¬ 
ciates,  Inc.,  et  al.,  12th 
Floor,  Houston  Club 

31 

3 

Arkansas-Louisiana  Gas  Co.  (Kinta 
Field,  Seguovah  County,  Okla., 
Other  Area). 

63 

12-  8-69 

1-  8-69 

6-  8-70 

14.5 

15.5 

Bldg.,  Houston,  Tex. 

77002. 

RI70-1019-.  George  Mitchell  &  Asso¬ 
ciates,  Inc.,  Agent  et  al. 

33 

2 

Arkansas-Louisiana  Gas  Co.  (Bo¬ 
nanza  Field,  Sebastian  County, 
Ark.). 

360 

12-  8-69 

1-  8-70 

6-  8-70 

15.0 

16.0 

RI70-1020..  Westmore  Drilling  Co.,  Inc. 

(Operator)  et  al.,  Post 

46 

3 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (Boggs  Field, 
Barber  County,  Kans.). 

1,200 

12-  8-69 

1-  8-70 

6-  8-70 

14.0 

15.0 

RI65-389. 

Office  Box  706,  Medicine 

Lodge,  Kans. 

J  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  first  day  after  expiration  of  the  statutory  notice  4  Respondent  requests  waiver  of  notice  and  a  1-day  suspension  period  if  suspended, 

period,  unless  otherwise  indicated.  s  Formerly  D.  W.  Skinner  (Operator)  et  al.,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1. 

J  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  proposed  effective  date. 


Certain  respondents  requested  effective 
dates  for  which  adequate  notice  was  not  pro¬ 
vided,  and,  in  one  instance  as  noted  above, 
a  request  was  made  for  a  1-day  suspension 
period.  Good  cause  has  not  been  shown  for 
operating  such  requests. 

All  the  producers’  proposed  increased  rates 
and  changes  exceed  the  applicable  area  price 
levels  for  increased  rates  as  set  forth  in  the 
Commission’s  statement  of  general  policy 
No.  61-1,  as  amended  (18  CFR  256),  except 
for  Mitchell’s  sale  in  Arkansas  under  its  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  33  which  exceeeds  the 
increased  rate  ceiling  for  the  adjacent  Okla¬ 
homa  Other  area  which  has  previously  been 
applied  to  sales  from  this  area  of  Arkansas. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-522;  Filed,  Jan.  16.  1970; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  CP69-353 ] 

MISSISSIPPI  VALLEY  GAS  CO.  AND 
TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Postponement 

January  9, 1970. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  that  the  hearing 
presently  scheduled  to  be  held  on  Janu¬ 
ary  13,  1970,  is  postponed  until  further 
notice. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-601;  Filed,  Jan.  16.  1970; 
8:45  a.m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File  No.  500-1] 

CARBON,  INC. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

--  January  12,  1970. 

,  It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Carbon,  Inc.,  and  all  other 
securities  of  Carbon,  Inc.,  a  Utah  cor¬ 
poration,  being  traded  otherwise  than  on 
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a  national  securities  exchange  is  required 
in  the  public  interest  and  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section 
15(c)  (5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934,  that  trading  in  such  securities 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  be  summarily  suspended,  this 
order  to  be  effective  for  the  period  Janu¬ 
ary  12,  1970,  through  January  21,  1970, 
both  dates  inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

•—  •  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-619;  Piled,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Pile  No.  500-1] 

NATURIZER,  INC. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

-  January  12,  1970. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Naturizer,  Inc.,  an  Oklahoma 
corporation,  and  all  other  securities  of 
Naturizer,  Inc.,  being  traded  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange 
is  required  in  the  public  interest  and  for 
the  protection  of  investors: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section 
15(c)  (5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934,  that  trading  in  such  securities 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  be  summarily  suspended,  this 
order  to  be  effective  for  the  period  Janu¬ 
ary  12,  1970,  through  January  21,  1970, 
both  dates  inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-620;  Piled,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:46  a.m.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
RELIEF 

January  14, 1970. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance  with 
Rule  1100.40  of  the  General  Rules  of 
Practice  (49  CPR  1100.40)  and  filed 
within  15  days  from  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  41860 — Class  and  commodity 
rates  from  and  to  Blount  Island,  Fla. 
Filed  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr.,  agent  (No. 
A6150) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  property  moving  on  class  and 
commodity  rates,  between  Blount 


Island,  Fla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and  points 
in  the  United  States  and  Canada,  on  the 
other. 

Grounds  for  relief — New  station  and 
grouping. 

FSA  No.  41861 — Petroleum  products  to 
St.  Charles,  Mo.,  and  Chicago,  III.  Filed 
by  Williams  Brothers  Pipe  Line  Co.,  for 
interested  carriers.  Rates  on  petroleum 
products,  in  tank  carloads,  as  described 
in  the  application,  from  points  in  Kansas, 
New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  to 
St.  Charles,  Mo.,  and  Chicago,  HI. 

Grounds  for  relief — Carrier  and  mar¬ 
ket  competition. 

Tariffs — Supplements  4  and  10  to 
Williams  Brothers  Pipe  Line  Co.  tariffs 
ICC  23  and  15,  respectively. 

FSA  No.  41862 — Superphosphate  from 
Aurora  and  Lee  Creek,  N.C.  Filed  by 
O.  W.  South,  Jr.,  agent  (No.  A6149),  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  super¬ 
phosphate,  not  defluorinated  superphos¬ 
phate  nor  feed  grade  superphosphate,  in 
bulk,  in  carloads,  as  described  in  the 
application,  from  Aurora  and  Lee 
Creek,  N.C.,  to  Muscatine,  Iowa,  and 
Meredosia,  Ill. 

Grounds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff — Supplement  40  to  Southern 
Freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  ICC 
S-818. 

FSA  No.  41863 — Coarse  grains  from, 
to,  and  between  points  in  Texas.  Filed 
by  Texas-Louisiana  Freight  Bureau, 
agent  (No.  635) ,  for  interested  rail  car¬ 
riers.  Rates  on  coarse  grains  and  related 
articles,  in  carloads,  as  described  in  the 
application,  from,  to  and  between  points 
in  Texas,  over  interstate  routes  through 
adjoining  States. 

Grounds  for  relief — Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff — Supplement  185  to  Texas- 
Louisiana  Freight  Bureau,  agent,  tariff 
ICC  1012. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-642;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Notice  6] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

January  13, 1970. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
new  rules  of  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-67  (49 
CFR  Part  1131),  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  issue  of  April  27,  1965, 
effective  July  1,  1965.  These  rules  pro¬ 
vide  that  protests  to  the  granting  of  an 
application  must  be  filed  with  the  field 
official  named  in  the  Federal  Register 
publication,  within  15  calendar  days 
after  the  date  of  notice  of  the  filing  of 


the  application  is  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  One  copy  of  such  protests 
must  be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its 
authorized  representative,  if  any,  and 
the  protests  must  certify  that  such  serv¬ 
ice  has  been  made.  The  protests  must 
be  specific  as  to  the  service  which  such 
Protestant  can  and  will  offer,  and  must 
consist  of  a  signed  original  and  six 
copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in  field 
office  to  which  protests  are  to  be 
transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  27817  (Sub-No.  82  TA),  filed 
December  29,  1969.  Applicant:  H.  C. 
GABLER,  INC.,  Rural  Delivery  No.  3, 
Chambersburg,  Pa.  17201.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Christian  V.  Graf,  407 
North  Front  Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
17101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pet  foods, 
from  Hanover,  Pa.,  to  points  in  New 
York  and  Virginia,  and  Baltimore,  Md., 
and  Washington,  D.C.,  for  150  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  D.  Westervelt.  Inc., 
Hanover,  Pa.  Send  protests  to:  Robert 
W.  Ritenour,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commsision,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  508  Federal  Building,  228 
Walnut  Street,  Post  Office  Box  869,  Har¬ 
risburg,  Pa.  17108. 

J4o.  MC  82492  (Sub-No.  31  TA),  filed 
December  30,  1969.  Applicant:  MICHI¬ 
GAN  &  NEBRASKA  TRANSIT  CO., 
INC.,  693  Plymouth  Avenue  NE.,  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.  49505.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  C.  Harris  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meat,  meat  products  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouse,  as  defined  in  sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  Re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk),  and  except 
hides,  and  from  Omaha,  Nebr.,  and 
Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Indi¬ 
ana,  Michigan,  and  Ohio,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  plantsites  and 
warehouse  facilities  utilized  by  Beefland 
International,  Inc.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Beefland  International, 
Inc.,  2700  23d  Avenue,  Council  Bluffs, 
•Iowa  55501.  Send  protests  to:  C.  R. 
Flemming,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  225  Federal  Building,  Lan¬ 
sing,  Mich.  48933. 

No.  MC  106117  (Sub-No.  14  TA),  filed 
December  30,  1969.  Applicant:  RUMPF 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  424  South  Maumee, 
Tecumseh,  Mich.  49286.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Rex  Eames,  900  Guard¬ 
ian  Building,  Detroit,  Mich.  48226.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
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routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment,  serving  Dexter, 
Mich.,  as  an  off-route  point  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  carrier’s  presently  au¬ 
thorized  regular-route  operations  to  and 
from  Ann  Arbor,  Mich.,  for  180  days. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  it  intends 
to  tack  with  other  authorities  and  to 
interline  with  other  carriers.  Supporting 
shippers:  Hackney  Hardware,  8105  Main 
Street,  Dexter,  Mich.;  Sweepster,  Inc., 
Division  of  Jenkins  Equipment  Co.,  Dex¬ 
ter,  Mich.  48130;  KMS  Industries,  Inc., 
Post  Office  Box  1719,  Ann  Arbor,  Mich. 
Send  protests  to:  C.  R.  Flemming,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  225 
Federal  Building,  Lansing,  Mich.  48933. 

No.  MC  106688  (Sub-No.  14  TA),  filed 
December  30, 1969.  Applicant:  EDWARD 
M.  RUDE  CARRIER  CORP.,  R.F.D.  No. 
1,  Falling  Waters,  W.  Va.  25419.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  J.  F.  Ortman, 
1700  Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Smokeless  powder,  from  Falling 
Waters,  W.  Va.,  Kenvil,  N.J.,  for  150 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  E.  I.  du  Pont 
de  Nemours  &  Co.,  Wilmington,  Del. 
19898.  Send  protests  to:  Robert  D.  Cald¬ 
well,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Room  2218,  12th  and  Constitution 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20423. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  191  TA), 
filed  December  29,  1969.  Applicant:  TRI¬ 
STATE  MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO..  Post 
Office  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Max  G.  Morgan, 
600  Leininger  Building,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  73112.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motqr  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Source  and  special  nuclear  materials, 
between  the  Kerr-McGee  Cimarron  Fa¬ 
cility  at  or  near  Crescent,  Okla.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  Oak  Ridge 
Gaseous  Diffusion  Plant,  Oak  Ridge, 
Tenn.,  Paducah  Gaseous  Diffusion  Plant 
and  Feed  Materials  Plant  at  or  near 
Paducah,  Ky.:  and  the  Portsmouth 
Gaseous  Diffusion  Plant  and  Feed  Ma¬ 
terials  Plant  at  or  near  Portsmouth,  Ohio, 
for  150  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Kerr- 
McGee  Corp.,  Kerr-McGee  Building, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73102.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  John  V.  Barry,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  1100  Federal  Of¬ 
fice  Building,  911  Walnut  Street,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  949  TA) ,  filed 
December  29,  1969.  Applicant:  CHEM¬ 
ICAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520 
East  Lancaster  Avenue,  Downingtown, 
Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Edwin  H.  van  Deusen  (same  address  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Silicon 
tetrachloride,  in  bulk,  from  Dallas,  Tex., 
to  Tuscola,  HI.,  and  Weston,  Mich.,  for 


150  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Texas  In¬ 
struments,  Inc.,  13500  North  Central  Ex¬ 
pressway,  Post  Office  Box  5621,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Send  protests  to:  Peter  R. 
Guman,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  900  U.S.  Customhouse,  Second 
and  Chestnut  Streets,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
19106., 

No.  MC  112822  (Sub-No.  143  TA),  filed 
December  29,  1969.  Applicant:  BRAY 
LINES  INCORPORATED,  Post  Office 
Box  1191,  1401  North  Little  Street,  Cush¬ 
ing,  Okla.  74023.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Joe  W.  Ballard  (same  address  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  car¬ 
pets,  from  Bristow,  Okla.,  to  points  in  the 
States  of  Texas  and  Louisiana;  (2)  jute, 
from  Houston,  Tex.,  to  Bristow,  Okla., 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  George 
A.  Caron,  President,  United  States  Car¬ 
pets,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  1280,  Bristow, 
Okla.  74010.  Send  protests  to:  C.  L. 
Phillips,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  240  Old  Post  Office  Building, 
215  Northwest  Third,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  73102. 

No.  MC  116538  (Sub-No.  7  TA),  filed 
December  24,  1969.  Applicant:  DEFOR¬ 
EST  L.  REED,  102  West  Main  Street, 
Carthage,  N.Y.  13619.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Raymond  A.  Richards,  23 
West  Main  Street,  Webster,  N.Y.  14580. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Lumber,  (1)  from 
Smyrna,  Waterloo,  Hannibal,  Deer  River, 
Lowville,  Wolcott,  Heuvelton,  Crog- 
han,  Apalachian,  Boonville,  Bernhards, 
Bay,  Bleeker,  Little  Falls,  Central 
Square,  Cato,  Cassadaga,  Delhi,  East 
Branch,  Ellington,  Herkimer,  Hartwick, 
Lyons,  Locke,  Marion,  Margaretville, 
Medina,  Stratford,  Stamford,  Wellsville, 
West  Leyden,  Cohocton,  Pine  Plains,  and 
Kingston,  N.Y.,  to  ports  of  entry  in  New 
York  State  at  Canadian  border;  and  to 
the  following  points  in  New  Jersey, 
Washington,  Old  Bridge,  Bayonne,  New¬ 
ark,  Paterson,  and  Jersey  City;  (2)  from 
Smyrna,  Waterloo,  Hannibal,  Deer  River, 
Lowville,  Wolcott,  Heuvelton,  Crog- 
han,  Apalachin,  Boonville,  Bernhards 
Bay,  Bleeker,  North  Creek,  Little  Falls, 
Central  Square,  Cato,  Cassadaga,  Delhi, 
East  Branch,  Ellington,  Herkimer,  Hart¬ 
wick,  Lyons,  Locke,  Marion,  Margaret¬ 
ville,  Medina,  Poland,  Stratford,  Stam¬ 
ford,  Wellsville,  West  Leyden,  Warrens- 
burg,  Cohocton,  Pine  Plains,  and 
Kingston,  N.Y.,  to  Hagerstown,  Md.;  (3) 
from  Apalachin.  Cassadaga,  Cato,  Cohoc¬ 
ton,  Ellington,  Hannibal,  Locke,  Lyons, 
Marion,  Medina,  Waterloo,  Wellsville  and 
Wolcott,  N.Y.,  to  Branford,  Ivory  ton,  and 
Stamford,  Conn.,  and  to  Gamder,  Tem¬ 
pleton,  Boston,  and  Lawrence,  Mass.,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shippers:  Baillie 
Lumber  Co.,  Inc.,  Hamburg,  N.Y.  14075; 
McGregor  Lumber  Inc.,  Smyrna,  N.Y. 
13464.  Send  protests  to:  Morris  H.  Gross, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Room  104,  301  Erie 
Boulevard,  West,  Syracuse,  N.Y.  13202. 


No.  MC  116935  (Sub-No.  9  TA),  filed 
December  29,  1969.  Applicant:  COM¬ 
MERCIAL  FURNITURE  DISTRIBU¬ 
TORS,  INC.,  1000  Belleville  Turnpike. 
Kearny,  N.J.  07032.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Ave¬ 
nue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vericle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  New  furniture,  from  the 
facilities  of  Commercial  Furniture  Dis¬ 
tributors,  Inc.,  at  Kearny,  N.J.,  to  points 
in  New  Jersey  on  traffic  having  prior 
out-of-state  movement  by  motor,  for  150 
days.  Supporting  shippers?  Wallach  & 
Briskman  Sales,  Inc.,  Space  No.  1401, 
200  Lexington  Avenue,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10016;  Vaughan-Bassett  Furniture  Co., 
Galax,  Va.  24333;  Murray  Scherr  Dis¬ 
tributors,  Inc.,  1128  Bay  Park  Place,  Far 
Rockaway  91,  N.Y.  Send  protests  to: 
District  Supervisor  Walter  J.  Grossmann, 
Bureau  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  970  Broad  Street,  Newark, 
N.J.  07102. 

No.  MC  119818  (Sub-No.  2  TA),  filed 
December  29,  1969.  Applicant:  WIL¬ 
LARD  T.  BULIFANT,  6545  Chestnut  Ave¬ 
nue,  Pennsauken,  N.J.  08109.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Alan  Kahn,  Suite  1920, 
Two  Penn  Center  Plaza,  John  F.  Ken¬ 
nedy  Boulevard  at  15th  Street,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.  19102.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Wastepaper,  from  points  in  the 
New  York,  N.Y.,  commercial  zone  and 
Perth  Amboy,  N.J.,  to  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  New¬ 
man  &  Co.,  Inc.,  6101  Tacony  Street, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  19135.  Send  protests 
to:  Raymond  T.  Jones,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  410  Post  Office 
Building,  Trenton,  N.J.  08608. 

No.  MC  123639  (Sub-No.  123  TA),  filed 
December  29,  1969.  Applicant:  J.  B. 
MONTGOMERY,  INC.,  5150  Brighton 
Boulevard,  Denver,  Colo.  80216.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  David  Senseney, 
3395  South  Bannock  Street,  Englewood, 
Colo.  80110.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting :  Meat, 
meat  products,  gnd  meat  byproducts, 
from  Arkansas  City  and  Wichita,  Kans., 
to  points  in  Indiana,  Ohio,  Michigan,  and 
Kentucky,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shippers:  Maurer-Neuer,  Inc.,  Arkansas 
City,  Kans.;  Sunflower  Packing  Co., 
Wichita,  Kans.  Send  protests  to:  District 
Supervisor  C.  W.  Buckner,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  2022  Federal  Building,  Denver, 
Colo.  80202. 

No.  MC  124211  (Sub-No.  142  TA) ,  filed 
December  24,  1969.  Applicant:  HILT 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  1415  South  35th 
Street,  Post  Office  Box  H,  Council  Bluffs, 
Iowa  51501.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products  and  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  dairy  products,  and,  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  in  sections  A,  B,  and  C  of  ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
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Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
except  hides) ,  and  foodstuffs,  from  Coun¬ 
cil  Bluffs,  Iowa,  Omaha,  Nebr.,  and 
points  in  their  respective  commercial 
zones,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  District  of  Columbia,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Maryland  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee 
(except  Memphis,  Term.,  and  points  in 
the  Memphis,  Tenn.,  commercial  zone), 
Vermont,  Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shippers:  There  are 
approximately  10  statements  of  support 
attached  to  the  application,  which  may 
be  examined  here  at  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  Washington,  D.C., 
or  copies  thereof  which  may  be  examined 
at  the  field  office  named  below.  Send 
protests  to:  District  Supervisor  K.  P. 
Kohrs,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  705  Federal 
Office  Building,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68102. 

No.  MC  125708  (Sub-No.  122  TA) ,  filed 
December  29,  1969.  Applicant:  HUGH 
MAJOR,  150  Sinclair  Avenue,  South 
Roxana,  HI.  62087.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities,  from  Vicks¬ 
burg,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee,  and  Texas, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Cen¬ 
tral  Industries,  Inc.,  Vicksburg,  Miss. 
Send  protests  to:  Harold  C.  Jolliff,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Room 
476,  325  West  Adams  Street,  Springfield, 
Ill.  62704. 

No.  MC  126545  (Sub-No.  4  TA) ,  filed 
December  29,  1969.  Applicant:  GLEN- 
ERY,  INC.,  173  Hickory  Street,  Kearny, 
N.J.  07032.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue, 
Jersey  City,  N.J.  0730C.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier ,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Steel  spring  helicals,  in  shipper- 
owned  trailers,  from  Washingtonville, 
N.Y.,  to  Kearny,  N.J.,  under  contract  with 
Kenney  Steel  Treating  Corp.,  for  150 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Kenney  Steel 
Treating  Corp.,  100  Quincy  Place, 
Kearny,  N.J.  07032.  Send  protests  to:  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor  Walter  J.  Grossmann, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  970  Broad  Street, 
Newark,  N.J.  07102. 

No.  MC  129307  (Sub-No.  31  TA),  filed 
December  29,  1969.  Applicant:  McKEE 
LINES,  INC.,  664  54th  Avenue,  Mat- 
tawan,  Mich.  49071.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Gene  R.  Prokuski  (same 
address  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products  and  meat  by¬ 
products  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 


packinghouses  as  described  in  sections 
A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  of  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk),  from  Mon¬ 
mouth,  Ill.,  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Ver¬ 
mont,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Wilson  & 
Co.,  Inc.,  Prudential  Plaza,  Chicago,  Ill. 
60601.  Send  protests  to:  C.  R.  Flemming, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  225  Federal  Building,  Lansing, 
Mich.  48933. 

No.  MC  133977  (Sub-No.  2  TA) ,  filed 
December  24,  1969.  Applicant:  GENE'S 
INC.,  30  Maple  Lane,  Arcanum,  Ohio 
45304.  Applicant’s  representative:  Paul  F. 
Beery,  88  East  Broad  Street,  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  cream  or  liquid  cream  sub¬ 
stitutes,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  the  plant- 
site  of  Avoset  Co.,  at  Washington  Court 
House,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  District  of  Columbia,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
Winconsin.  Restriction:  Restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
above-named  origin  and  destination 
points,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Avoset  Co.,  5131  Shattuck  Avenue,  Oak¬ 
land,  Calif.  94609.  Send  protests  to: 
Emil  P.  Schwab,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  1010  Federal  Building,  550 
Main  Street,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45202. 

No.  MC  134194  (Sub-No.  1  TA) ,'  filed 
December  24,  1969.  Applicant:  NORMAN 
C.  EMERSON,  Box  161,  Springfield,  Vt. 
05156.  Applicant’s  representative:  Fred¬ 
erick  T.  O’Sullivan,  372  Granite  Avenue, 
Milton,  Mass.  02186.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Motion  picture  films  and  accessories, 
including  advertising  matter,  between 
Boston,  Mass.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Vermont  and  New 
Hampshire,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Elray  Theatres,  Inc.,  26  Main 
Street,  Springfield,  Vt.  05156.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Martin  P.  Monaghan,  Jr.,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  52 
State  Street,  Room  5,  Montpelier,  Vt. 
05602. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-643;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Notice  478] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

January  14,  1970. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant  to 
section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part  1132), 
appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered  pro¬ 
ceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant  to 
section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition  will  post¬ 
pone  the  effective  date  of  the  order  in 
that  proceeding  pending  its  disposition. 
The  matters  relied  upon  by  petitioners 
must  be  specified  in  their  petitions  with 
particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-71802.  By  order  of  Janu¬ 
ary  9,  1970,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  C.  &  S.  Motor 
Express,  Inc.,  North  Wilkesboro,  N.C.,  of 
the  certificate  in  No.  MC-33060  and  the 
certificate  of  registration  in  No.  MC 
133060  (Sub-No.  2),  issued  November  13, 
1940,  and  January  7,  1964,  respectively, 
to  E.  F.  Caudill,  doing  business  as  C.  &  S. 
Motor  Express  Co.,  North  Wilkesboro, 
N.C.,  the  former  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  general  commodities,  with 
the  usual  exceptions  between  North 
Wilkesboro,  N.C.,  and  Winston-Salem, 
N.C.,  serving  all  intermediate  points,  and 
the  latter  evidencing  a  right  of  the  holder 
to  engage  in  transportation  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  within  the  limits  of 
common  carrier  certificate  No.  C-17, 
dated  March  29,  1951,  issued  by  the 
North  Carolina  Utilities  Commission. 
E.  James  Moore,  924  B  Street,  North 
Wilkesboro,  N.C.  28659,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-71798.  By  order  of  Janu¬ 
ary  12,  1970,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  George  V. 
D’Agostino,  doing  business  as  Airlin 
Trucking  Co.,  Newark,  N.J.,  of  permit  No. 
MC-127909  issued  January  16,  1967,  to 
J.  Supor  Trucking  Co.,  Inc.,  Lodi,  N.J., 
authorizing  the  transportation  of  iron 
and  steel  bars,  rods,  sheets,  angles,  and 
plates  and  structural  steel  (except  those 
that  require  special  handling  or  equip¬ 
ment),  between  Harrison,  N.J.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  and  points  in  New  York. 
George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue, 
Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306,  representative 
for  applicants. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  70-644;  Filed,  Jan.  16,  1970; 

8:48  a.m.] 
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Proclamations: 

3454  (see  Proc.  3953)  _ 
3458  (see  Proc.  3953)  _ 
3548  (see  Proc.  3953) . 
3815  (see  Proc.  3953) . 

3952  _ 

3953  _ 
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Proposed  Rules: 


Executive  Orders: 

May  16,  1911  (revoked  in  part 

by  PLO  4756)  . . 227 

11075  (see  Proc.  3953) _  141 

11248  (amended  by  EO 

11504) _  579 

11504 _  579 

Presidential  Documents  Other 
Than  Proclamations  and  Execu¬ 
tive  Orders: 

Determination  of  Dec.  30, 

1969 _ 43 

5  CFR 

213 _  70,  219,  354,  381,  457,  527 

316 _  413 

330  _  413 

332  _ 414 

550 . 165 

7  CFR 

4 . 381 

17 _ „ _  592 

26 _  219 

53  _  353 

54  _  166 

55  _ _ 166 

56  _  166 

70 _ 166 

210 _  281 

215_ _ 281 

220 _  282 

225 _  282 

301 _  382 
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